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UNCLASSIFIED  ACTIVITIES  IN  FOREIGN 
ATOMIC  ENERGY  PROGRAMS 

ERDA  establishes  reporting  requirements  and  procedures 
for  authorization  applications;  effective  9-30-75 . 

EDUCATIONAL  BROADCASTING 

HEW/OE  announces  ctosing  date  for  receipt  of  applica¬ 


tions  for  facilities. 


PART  II 


CLASS  I  AND  CLASS  U  COMMON  AND 
CONTRACT  MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

tCC  establishes  Uniform  System  of  Accounts;  effective 
1-1-76  . . 


44957 


PART  111 


FEDERAL  REGIONAL  STRUCTURES 

Office  of  the  Federal  Register  issues  directory  and  maps.  45005 

PART  IV: 


PRIVACY  ACT 

The  following  agencies  issue  rules,  proposals  and/or 
notices: 

Agriculture  Department . 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board  (4  documents). 

Civil  Service  Commission . . 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 

Defense  Supply  Agency . 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission  (2  docu 

ments) . 45106 

Federal  Power  Commission . . . 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department . 

Joint  Board  for  the  Efm>itment  of  Actuaries . 

Private  Protection  Study  Commission . . . 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority . 


.  45103 

45103-45106,  45107 

. .  45094 

.  45124 

. . 45113 


PART  V: 


PENSION  AND  WELFARE  PLANS 
Treasury/IRS  end  Labor  issues  annual  fetums/reports 
forms . . . . 


reminders 

(The  Items  in  this  list  wwe  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Fedcsai.  Beqistxb  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

DoT/Comptroller  of  the  Currency — Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  disclosure  rules; 

revision .  33038;  7—17—75 

HMRB — Classification  of  corrosive  haz¬ 
ards . 32615;  9-10-74 


Materials  Transportation  Bureau — Gen¬ 
eral  information  and  regulations;  mat¬ 
ter  incorporated  by  reference..  37214; 

8-26-75 

SEC/Consolidated  financial  statements;  se¬ 
curities  accounting . 33032;  8-6-75 


\ 

List  of  Public  Laws 
NOTE:  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s 
LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 


PRIVACY  ACT  PUBLICATIONS 

The  following  government  agencies  have  submitted  Privacy  Act  documents  to  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  publication.  These  documents  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Federal  Register  Office,  1100  L  St.,  NW.,  Rm.  8401.  They  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  according  to  the  following  schedule.  See  also  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  Privacy  Act  documents  filed  on  or  before  Sept.  26. 

1975 

Agency  Date  of  Issue 


Nuclear  Regulatory  CXHnmission — notices _  Oct.  1 

Interior  Department — notices  (2  documents) _  • 

Community  Services  Administration — ^rules,  notices _  Oct.  1 

National  Archives  &  Records  Service _ _ _  • 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department — ^notices _  Oct.  1 

Commission  of  Pine  Arts — proposed  rules _ : _ _  Oct.  1 

Commission  of  Pine  Arts — ^notices _  Oct.  2 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority — ^rules,  notices _  Oct.  1 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission — notices _  ^OcL  1 

Energy  Research  &  Development  Administration — rules _  Oct.  1 

Energy  Research  &  Development  Administration — ^notices _  • 

State  Departmrait — rules,  notices _  Oct.  2 

O^eral  Services  Administration — ^notices _  • 

U.S.  Railway  Association — rules,  notices _  Oct.  2 

Housing  &  Urban  Development — ^notices _  • 

Agency  for  International  DevelcHHnent — rules,  notices _  Oct.  2 

Commerce  Department — ^notices _ _  Oct.  2 

Central  Intelligence  Agency — ^rules,  notices _  Oct.  2 

Advisory  Commission  on  Intergovernmental  Relations — proposed  rules,  notices.  Oct.  3 

Treasury  Department — rules _  Oct.  2 

Treasury  Department — ^notices _  • 

Federal  Energy  Administration — rules,  adoption  of  notices _ i _  Oct.  2 

Defense  Department/Navy — proposed  rules,  notices _  Oct.  3 

Defense  Department — ^notices _  * 


*Not  yet  scheduled;  will  be  published  as  soon  as  possible. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5282.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Satxirdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  \mder  the  Federal  Register  Act  (40  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  n.S.C., 
Ch.  16)  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UA.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  EUegisteb  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  i4>pllcablllty  and  legal  eitect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $6.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  76  cents  few  each  Issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  (sheck  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UA.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 


TbMW  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Rbgkter. 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATIONS 
Community  Sendees  Administration  provides  guidelines 
for  size,  residency  and  representation  requirements,  and 
selection  procedures  for  governing  b^ies;  effective 
10-30-75  . . .  44818 

SPECIAL  HEALTH  CAREERS 

HEW/PHS  adopts  regulations  on  opportunity  grants;  ef¬ 
fective  9-n30-75 .  44814 

PATENTS 

Commerce/ Patent  Office  amends  regulations  on  late  pay¬ 
ment  of  issue  fees;  effective  1 1-1-75 . .  .  44813 

ELECTRONIC  PRODUCTS 


HEW/ FDA  proposes  exemptions  from  performance  stand¬ 
ards  for  U.S.  Government  use;  comments  by  12-1-75....  44846 

PRESCRIPTION  DRUGS 


FTC  holds  public  hearing  on  proposed  regulations .  44844 

MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

DOT/NHTSA  proposes  procedures  for  compliance  en¬ 
forcement  and  defects  investigation;  comments  by  11- 
14-75  . . 44842 

CONTACT  LENSES 

HEW/FDA  proposes  policy  for  marketing;  comments  by 
12-1-75  . 44844 

SPECIAL  DIETARY  FOODS 

HEW/FDA  announces  reopening  of  hearing .  44857 

PEACH  CROPS 

USDA/FCIC  publishes  insurance  regulations  for  1976 
and  succeeding  years . .  44823 

SUGAR  BEETS 

USDA/FCIC  revises  insurarKe  endorsement  for  all  states 
except  Caiifomia . .  44822 


MAN-MADE  FIBERS 

CITA  places  restraint  on  certain  products  from  Thailand..  44863 

COLOR  ADDITIVES 

MEW/FDA  updates  regulations  for  certification;  effective 

^30-75  . 44812 

MEETINGS— 

FCC:  Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Marine  Serv¬ 
ices,  10-14  and  10-15-75....„ . . . . .  44876 

NASA:  life  Sciences  Committee,  10-23  and  10-24- 
-  75  .  44894 

State:  Government.  Advisory  Committee  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Book  and  Library  Programs,  10-30-75 _  44855 

Advisory  Committee  on  the  Law  of  the  Sea,  10-21 

and  10-22-75 .  44855 

Advisory  Committee  on  International  Intellectual 

Property,  10-24-75 .  44855 

USDA/FS:  Coronado  National  Forest  Grazing  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  Committee,  10-31-75 _  44856 

Spearfish  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  10-24- 

75  .  44856 

DoD/AF:  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board,  10-15  and 

10-16-75  . 44855 

POSTPONED  MEETING— 

NASA:  Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Subcommittee  for  Evaluation 
of  Proposals  for  Participation  in  the  Scientific  In¬ 
vestigations  on  the  Mariner  Jupiter/ Uranus  1979 
Mission . . . .  44894 

RESCHEDULED  MEETING— 

NRC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards,  10- 

24-75  . .  44898 


contents 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Animid  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service;  Federal  Cre^) 
Insurance  Corporation;  Forest 
Service;  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 


Rules 

Privacy  Act - 46103 

Notices 

Toiyabe  National  Forest  Crazing 
Advisory  Board — ^Mono  Divi¬ 
sion;  establishment _ _ _  44866 


AIR  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board.  44866 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Overtime  services;  commuted 
traveltime  allowances;  correc¬ 
tion  -  44822 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 


Rules 

Privacy  Act  (2  documents) _ 45103 

Notices 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records; 
notice  of  adoption  and  correc¬ 
tion  <2  docummts) _ 45107 

Hearings*  etc.: 

Oeveland-Torcnto  route _  44860 

Hughes  Airwest _ .  44860 

Iran  Air _  44860 

United  Air  Lines,  Inc _  44861 


CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings: 


Maryland  State  Advisory  Com-  ^ 
mittee;  cancellation _  44862 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

ftivacy  Act _  45094 


CENSUS  BUREAU 
Notices 

Voting  Rights  Act  of  1976;  deter¬ 
minations  under  Title  m;  cor¬ 
rection  _  44857 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Census  Bureau;  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Patent  and  Trade¬ 
mark  Social  and  Eco¬ 

nomic  Statistics  Administration. 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMENTATION 
OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

Notices 

Man-made  textiles: 


Korea  _  44862 

Thailand _  44863 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Aggregation  of  accounts,  con¬ 
trolled  or  discretionary;  request 
for  comment _  44864 

COMMUNITY  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Economic  dev^<8?inent  programs; 
cwnposition  and  selection  of 
CDC  Boards  of  Directors _  44818 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAf^TY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records..  45124 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Air  Force  Department;  De¬ 
fense  Supply  Agency. 
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DEFENSE  SUPPLY  AGENCY 

Proposed  Rules 

Privacy  Act _ 45111 

DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

Notice 

Marihuana  scheduling;  correction  44856 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 

Notices 

Educational  Broadcasting  Facili¬ 
ties  Program;  notice  of  closing 
date _  44858 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Ed¬ 
ucation  Professions  Develop¬ 
ment;  availability  of  r^;>ort„  44858 

EMPLOYEE  BENEFITS  SECURITY  OFHCE 

Notices 

Pension  and  welfare  plans;  annual 
information  retums/reports -  44907 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 

DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Foreign  atomic  ener^  programs; 

unclassified  activities -  44826 

Restricted  data  on  lithiiun  isotope 
separation;  correction _  44826 


Notices 

Task  Force  on  Demonstration 
Projects  as  a  Commercializa- 
tlbn  Incentive;  determination  to 


establish  _  44866 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Proposed  Rules 

Air  Implementation  plans: 

Massachusetts  _  44847 

Wisconsin  _  44848 

Notices 


Pesticides,  specific  exemptions  and 
experimental  use  permits: 
Interior  Department;  sodium 


csranlde  for  coyote  control —  44865 
Minnesota  Department  of  Nat¬ 
ural  Resomces -  44866 

Monsanto  Co _  44866 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 
Rules 

Privacy  Act - 45108 

Notices  * 


Information  reports;  extension  of 
filing  deadline  (5  documents)  44865 
Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records—  45111 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Boeing  _ _  44807 

ContrcH  zones  and  transition  areas 

(9  documents) _  44807-44809 

VOR  Federal  airways -  44808 

Proposed  Rules 

Airport  development  actions 
affecting  the  environmoit; 

processing  -  44842 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Boeing  _  44841 

Control  zone  and  transition  areas 

(3  documents) _  44841,  44842 

Noise  abatement  standards:  pro¬ 
posals  submitted  by  EPA  to 
FAA;  correction _  44842 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rules 

Multiple  ownership  of  standard, 

FM,  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  and  cross-ownership  of 
cable  television  systems _  44849 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Special  Committee  No.  66  Re¬ 
ceiver  Standards  for  the 

Mobile  Service  Maritime _  44876 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Gilbert  Broadcasting  Co.  et  al-.  44867 
Southwest  Pennsylvania  Cable 

TV,  Inc _  44872 

WWLE,  Inc.  et  al _  44873 


FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Rules 

Crop  insurance: 

Peaches;  1976  and  after _  44823 

Sugar  beets;  All  states  except 
Calif  _  44822 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Underground  gas  storage  report; 
availability  of  forms _  44876 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Freight  forwarder  licenses; 

Robert  A.  Warren  Co.,  et  al _  44876 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Gas  exploration,  development,  and 
production;  accounting  and  rate 
treatment  of  advances _  44850 

Notices 

National  Gas  Survey,  certain  com¬ 
mittees;  order  designating  mem¬ 
bers  (18  documents) _  44891,  44893 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records, 

notice  of  existence _ 45118 

Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Electric  Power  Service 

Corp _ 44878 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co _  44877 

Arkla  Exploration  Co _  44878 

Baca  Gas  Gathering  System, 

Inc _  44879 

Biglane  Operating  Co _  44879 

Cambridge  Electric  Light  Co—  44879 
Central  Vermont  Public  Service.  44880 

Chattanooga  Gas  Co _  44880 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  and  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 

America _  44880 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co _  44881 

Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio 

Electric  Co _  44881 

Delta  Drilling  Co _  44881 

Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co..  44882 

Excelsior  Oil  Corp _ . _  44882 

Getty  Oil  Co.,  et  al _  44882 

Lone  Star  Producing  Co _  44884 

Iowa  Public  Service  Co _  44884 

Maine  Public  Service  Co _  44885 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Co.  (2  documents) _ _> _  44885 


Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.  and 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co _  44886 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 

of  America _ i _  44887 

New  England  Power  Co _  44888 

Northern  States  Power  Co _  44888 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co _  44889 

Public  Service  Company  of  In¬ 
diana  (4  documents) _  44889 

Sagebrush  Sts  Joint  Venture, 

et  Al _ 44878 

Superior  Water,  Light  and 

Power  Co _  44889 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

Corp  _  44890 

Trunkline  Gas  Co _  44890 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  and 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 

Line  Corp _  44890 

Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Co.  44890 


FEDERAL  REGISTER  OFFICE 

Notices 
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tory;  Fderal  agency  maps  and 
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Rules 
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Standard  Oil  Co.;  correction _  44811 

Proposed  Rules 
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FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 


Rules 
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Arrowwood  National  Wildlife 
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Electronic  products;  exemption 
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igning  of  hearing _  44857 

FOREST  SERVICE 
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Environmental  statements: 
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Grassland  Unit  Plan -  44856 
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temporary  exemption  petitions: 

Automobili  Lamborghini _  44859 

Rite-Way  Incorporated  of  Indi¬ 
ana  _  44859 

TVR  Engineering  Ltd _  44859 


Notices 

Appointment  of  presiding  officer 
and  an  officer  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  establishment  of  proce¬ 
dures  and  date  for  prehearing 
conference  _  44899 

PRIVACY  PROTECTION  STUDY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records..  45122 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

Rules 

Special  health  career  opportunity 

grants  _  44814 


RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Loan  guarantees  proposed: 

Arizona  Electric  Power  Coop¬ 
erative,  Inc _  44857 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 

Inc.;  proposed  rrile  changes  (2 
documents) _ 44903,  44905 


Midwest  Stock  Exchange.  Inc.; 

proposed  rule  changes - 

New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.; 

proposed  rule  changes - 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Connecticut  Mutual  life  Insur¬ 
ance  Co.  and  CML  Accumula¬ 
tion  Annuity  Account  E _ 


44902 

44906 


44905 


See  Drug  Enforcement  Adminis- 
tration. 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Employee  Benefits  Se¬ 
curity  Office. 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Notices 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park;  in¬ 
tention  to  issue  a  concession 
permit  _  44856 


SOCIAL  AND  ECONOMIC  STATISTICS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Deletion  of  chapter _  44809 
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SOaAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Grants  for  health  care  rate  regu¬ 
lation;  correction _  44812 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Final  Act  of  the  Conference  on  Se¬ 
curity  and  Cooperation  in  Eu¬ 
rope;  availability _  44855 


Meetings: 

Advisory  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
national  Intellectual  Prop¬ 
erty  -  44855 

Advisory  Committee  on  the  Law 

of  the  Sea _  44855 

Government  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  International  Book 

and  Library  Programs _  44855 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
Notices 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  systems  of 
records;  correction _ 45123 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration;  National  Highway 
Safety  Administration. 

Proposed  Rules 

Eastern-central  standard  time 
zone  boundary;  relocation  of 
Iron  County,  Mich _  44844 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Internal  Revenue  Service. 
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Th«  following  numorical  guide  It  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today’s 
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A  Cumulathra  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  Is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected 
by  documents  published  since  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


5  CFR 

293 _ _ 45094 

297 _ 45094 

7  CFR 

1 _ 45103 

354 _ 44822 

401 _ 44822 

403 _ 44823 

10  CFR 

125 _ 44826 

810- . 44826 

12  CFR 

207 _  44829 

220  _  44829 

221  _ 44829 

224 _ 44829 

14  CFR 

39 . 44807 

71  (10  documents) _  44807-44809 

310a _ 45103 

385 _ 45106 

Proposed  Rules: 

39  ‘^44841 

71  (4  documents) _  44841^4842 

91 _ 44842 

152 _ 44842 

15  CFR 

1160 _ 44809 

16  CFR 

13  (3  documents) _ 44810, 44811 


18  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

154 . . 

201 _ 

260 _ 

20  CFR 

450 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 
903 _ 

21  CFR 

8 _ _ 

9 _ _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

310 _ 

1010 . . 

29  CFR 

1611 _ 

30  CFR 

77 _ _ 

32  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 
1286 _ 

37  CFR 

1_ . . 

40  CFR 


42  CFR 


57 - 44814 

44850 

44850  43  CFR 

44850  18 . 44817 

Public  Land  Orders  : 

44812  5540 - 44817 

5541  - 44817 

5542  _ 44817 

.45111 

45  CFR 

.44812  . . . 

.44813 

47  CFR 

44844  ^oposED  Rules: 

144846  73 - 44849 

76 -  44849 

.45108  49  CFR 

173 _ 44820 

177  (2  documents) _ 44820 

-44813  1207 . 44958 

Proposed  Rules: 

71 _  44844 

..45113  177 _ 44842 

554 _ 44842 

1036 _ 44851 

..44813  . . 


50  CFR 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED— SEPTEMBER 

The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  September. 


1  CFR 

410 _  42306 

3  CFR 

Proclamations: 

4313  (See  EO  11878). .  42731 

4385  _ 41989 

4386  _ _ _ 41991 

4387..  . . 42165 

4388  _ 42167 

4389  _ _ _ 42169 

4390  . . . . 42315 

4391  . . —  42725 

4392..  . . . .  42727 

4393  _  42729 

4394  _ _ _.l .  42849 

4395  . 43713 

4396  _ 44537 

Executive  Orders: 

April  18, 1908  (Revoked  in  part  by 

PLO  5528). . .  42362 

July  2,  1910  (Revoked  in  part  by 

PLO  5512)  . . . . . 40162 

(Revoked  in  part  by  PLO 

5517)  _  40814 

1959  (Revoked  in  part  by  PLO 

5515)  _ 40811 

6583  (Revoked  in  part  by  PLO 

5536 _ 42553 

7595  (Revoked  in  part  by  PLO 

5515)  . 40811 

8649  (Revoked  in  part  by  PIO 

5534) . 42552 

8780  (Revoked  in  part  by  PLO 

5534) . 42552 

10480  (See  EO  11879) . 43197 

11803  (Amended  by  EO  11878)—.  42731 

11804  (See  EO  11878) _  42731 

11861  (Amended  by  EO  11877)  __  40797 
11864  (Superseded  by  EO  11877).  40797 

11876  .  40501 

11877  . 40797 

11878  . 42731 

11879  _ 43197 

Memorandums: 

Memorandum  of  August  17, 1975..  40139 

4  CFR 

400 _ 43873 

412 _ 43873 

Proposed  Rules: 

410 _ 41801 

5  CFR 

151 _  42733 

213..  _ 41755, 

41993,  42427,  42733-42734,  43211, 
44111 

293 _  45094 

297 _ 45094 

307 . 44111 

316 _ 44539 

338 . 42734 

410..  . 42734 

752 . 42734 

772_. . 42734 

2411. . 43880 

2413 _ 43880 

7  CFR 

1  . 44480,45103 

2  . 41085,  41993,  44111 


7  CFR — Continued 


25 _ _ - . — . . 42171 

25A _ _ _ _ 42171 

29..  . — .  42527,  44112 

180 _ ^ . . . . .  42851 

210 . . - _ _  42735 

215 _ 42735 

220 _  42735 

225 _ 42735 

246 _  42735 

250 _ 42735 

270  _ 42736,  43017,  43479 

271  _ 43017 

354 _  41513,  43479,  44822 

370 _  43223,  43223 

401 _  44539,  44540,  44822 

403.. 1 _ 44823 

411 _ 44540 

719 _ 44112 

722 _ 44303 

725 _ 41513 

905 . . . .  42317,  42318 

908 _  40505, 

40815,  41855,  42171,  43018,  43480, 

44119 

910.. .  41086,  42319,  43224,  44120,  44304 

913 _ 44305 

915 _ _ _ 41993, 44305 

919 _ 41994 

926_— _ _ _  43480,  43715 

927 _ 42851 

931. _ _ _ _ _ _  43480 

932 _ _ — . . 41994 

944  _ 42529 

945  _ 42530 

946  _ 42530 

981 . . :  43018,  43715 

989 _ _ _ 40141 

991 . ...44121 

993 _ 42530 

1046 . . .  43716 

1421 .  41067,  43224,  44121,  44122 

1427 . . 44306 

1434 _ _ _  41087 

1801-. . . . .  42178 

1822... . . . 42178,  42736 

1832 _ 42320 

1842  _ _ _ 42179 

1843  _ 42179 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 -  40849.  44157 

51 _ 40522 

201 . 40524 

250. .  43738 

725 _ _ _ _ _ 44157 

905 .  44333 

906. . . 42886,  42887 

910 . 40528 

915 . 44334 

924 . 43036 

927 _ 42023 

931. . 40170 

944.  . . 44334 

948. .  40528 

966 . 42887 

982.. . 40836 

989. .  40842 

1046 . .  40843,  42023 

1250 . 42888 

1421 _ 43919 

1430 . 42364 

1464 . 41530 

1701 . . 44334, 44570 


8  CFR 

103 . . . 42852, 44481 

341 . . . . 42532 

9  CFR 

54.. . .  40505,  42739 

73 . . . . 42179 

78 . 41516 

91 . 40506 

92.. . . 44306 

94 . 44123 

97 _ 43717 

112 _ 41994 

113. _ 41088,  41994 

317 . 42852 

331 . 43916 

381 . 42337,  43916 

Proposed  RxmEs: 

113 _ 41139 

317 . 41139 

319 . ...  41139 

10  CFR 

2 . 44124 

9  _ 44483 

10  . 44125 

20 _ 42557 

25 . . — . . . 44125 

37 . 42558 

50 . . L _  40816 

73 . 42558 

95 . 44125 

125 _ 44826 

204 . 42338 

205. . 40141 

210  _ 40818 

211  _  40821 

212  _  40142,  40818,  40821,  40824 

213  _ 40143,  44306,  44308 

725 . 43481 

810.. _ 44826 

Rulings: 

1975-9 _ 40826 

1975-10 . 40826 

1975-11.. . 40827 

1975-12 _ 40828 

1975-13. _ 40831 

1975-14 _  40833 

1975-15 _ 40832 

1975-16 _ 40834 

Proposed  Rules: 

9..  _ 44516 

71 . 43517 

206 . 42448 

213..  . 42578 

11  CFR 

Ch.  I_. . .  40668,  43660 

Proposed  Rules: 

100. . 44698 

101  . 44698 

102  . 44698 

103  . 44698 

104  .  44698 

105  . 44698 

106  . 43517 

109  .  44698 

110  _ 44698 

111. . 44698 

113 . 41932 
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12  CFR 

207 _  43482, 44828 

211 _ _ _ _ 43199 

213 _  40506 

215 _ 40506,  43199 

220  _  43482,  44829 

221  _ 43482,  44829 

224 _ 44829 

226 _ 43199,  43200 

265 _ 43717 

339 _  43482 

523 _ 41755,  41996 

541 _ 44125 

545lI”I””IIIIIIIITn5~6"4'285~3’,  44125 

563 _ 41997 

603__ . . - _ 40454 

701 _ 41090 

703 _ 41997 

760 _ 41998 

Proposed  Rules: 

9 _  40859 

202 _ 42030 

208 _  40857 

226 _ 43516 

337 _ 40548,  41530 

341 _  40856 

545 _  43832 

561 _  42371,  43832 

563  _  42371,  42898,  43832 

564  _ i_„  42371 

569a _ 42371 

671 . 42371 

13  CFR 

123 _ 42180 

SIS . . 43483 

S15 _ 44308 

14  CFR 

S7 _ 42183 

39 _  41090- 

41092.  41519,  42180,  42339,  42739, 
42741,  42854,  43019,  43484,  44310, 
44807 

71 _  41520, 

41998.  42180,  42340-42342,  42740, 
42741.  43019,  43020.  43485-43487. 
43717.  43718,  43885,  44126,  44127, 
44310,  44540,  44807-44809 

73 _  41092,  43718 

75 _ 43487, 43885,  44310 

_  42181,  43885 

97 _  41092,  42342,  43020,  44127 

121 _ 42183,  42185,  44541 

171 _  41093,  43719 

228 _  43885 

241 _  42855 

298 _  42855 

310a _ 45103 

312__ . 43211 

372a _ 42741 

373 _  43719 

378 _  43719 


378a _  41093  3b- 

385-^ _ 44128,  45106 

1212 _  43668 

Proposed  Rules: 


14  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules — Ccmtinued 

152 - 44842 

217 - 43920 

231 -  43743 

241 - 43920 

385_ _ 40816 

15  CFR 

371 -  40507 

377 -  40507 

903 - 41998 

1160 _ 44809 

Proposed  Rules: 

80 _ 42209 

16  CFR 

4 _ 40780 

13 - 40143- 

40154,  40508,  41071-  41081,  41756- 
41758,  42201-42203,  42742,  43487, 
43719,  44311-44318,  44810,  44811 

259 - 42003 

1018 _ 43886 

1116 - 42004 

1609 _  43886 

Proposed  Rules: 

438 _ 44582 

445 _  42757 

447 _ 44850 

453  _  42212,  42371 

454  _ 41144 

1014 _  42025,  43231,  43743 

1207 _ 42562,  44577 

17  CFR 

17  . 41117 

18  - 41117 

146 - 41056 

200  _ 40512,  44068,  44072 

201  _ 42186 

230 . 44541 

240 _  40512,  41520,  42343 

249 . . . 40512, 41521 

270 - - - - 41759, 42862 

275 - 44128 

Proposed  Rules: 

210 _  40550 

230  _ 40555, 44584 

231  - 42212 

239  . . . 42212,  44584 

240  _ 40858, 

41808,  42212,  42219,  42905,  43743 

241  _ 42212 

249 - 40858,  44584 

259 _ 42212 

270 _  40555,  41818,  42757 

18  CFR 

1 — . 42005 

2  - - 41760,  42005 

3  -  43488, 43892 

44288 


19  CFR 

4 - 44542 

10 - 43021, 44319 

112 - 41084 

141 - 44128 

143 - 44542 

148 - 41084 

171  . . .  43488,  43894 

172  - 43026 

Proposed  Rules: 

12 . 41118 

153 - 43226 

175 -  43226 

201 -  40173 

210 - 40173 

20  CFR 

200 - - - 41084 

260 -  41084 

404  - 42863 

405  -  42006,  43211,  43895,  44320 

450 . 42865 

Proposed  Rules: 

405 -  40171,  40537,  40850 

601 - 43744 

903 - 45111 


141 - 43488 

154 -  43889 

157 _ 41769 

260 _  43892 


21  CFR 

Ch,  I — - 40520,  43488 

8  . 44542,  44812 

9  - 44813 

29 - 42866 

121 - 40799,41085,  42866 

123 -  42343,  43720 

310 - 44543 

431 - 41522 

436 - 41522 

449 - 41523 

452 -  41773 

510 -  42007,  43213,  43488 

520 - - 43488 

522 - 42007 

540 - 42007 

556 - 41085 

561 - 41773, 42343 

1010 _  40800 

1040 _  40800 

1304 _ 42866 

Proposed  Rules: 

1  _ 40682,  44570 

2  _ 40682,  44570 

5 . . .  40682, 44570 

8 . . .  40682,  44570 

10  . . . 40682,  44570 

11  _ 40682,  44570 

80 _ _  40682,  44570 

90 _ 40682,  44570 

100 _ '  40682,  44570 

102 _ 40682,  44570 

121 _  40529,  40682,  41797,  44570 

202 _ 40682,  44570 

310 _ _ _ 40682,  43513. 44570,  44844 

312 _ 40682,  44570 

314 _  40682,  44335,  44570 

328 _ 40682,  44570 


39. 

..  .  .  41143, 

Proposed  Rules: 

42020 

420  _ 

•  40682,  44570 

67. 

41537,  42023,  43919, 
44841 

44335,  44570. 

42n5!4 

430  _  _ 

40682,  44570 

l.'i4_ 

-  41539,  44852,  44850 

431 

40682,  44570 

157 

'  41.530 

433 

40682 

71. 

_  42025, 

201  _ 

-  41539,  44852,  44850 

.511  . 

40682,  44570 

42364-42366.  44576, 

44841-44842 

260  _  _ 

„  41539,  44582,  44850 

514 

_  40682,  44570 

91. 

.44256.44842 

901 . 

_ .! _ J  44336 

601 . 

. 40682,  44570 

Vill 
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21  CFR — Continued 

Profosed  Rxxles — Continued 

640 _ 4ne9 

701 . 40682,  44570 

1000 .  42749 

1003  . . . .  40682,  44570 

1004  .  40682,  44570 

1010 . . 44846 

1210 . .  40682,  44570 

22  CFR 

42 _ 42532 

Proposed  Rttles: 

6a _ _ 40456 

23  CFR 

450_ . . 42976, 42979 

460 . 44322 

470 . 42344 

633 . 42867 

658 . . 41774,  42186 

710- . . j _ 41523 

750 . 42842 

24  CFR 

25  . 43026 

82-_ . 44129 

207 . 43898 

220- .  43898 

227 . 43898 

231 . 43898 

234 . 43898 

280 _ 42061,42007 

300- _ _ 43027, 44323 

570 - - - - 41509,  42347 

860 . 44323 

888 . 40513 

1914  _  41509,  42009,  42872,  43219,  43720 

1915  _  41510, 42553,  42874,  43220, 43722 

1916  _ 42348,  42349,  43027 

1917  _ 41108-41115, 42349 

1920 _  41115,  41116,  42557,  42743 

1930  . 44130 

1931  - 44130 

Proposed  Rxjxes: 

406 _ 42560 


28  CFR—ConUnued 

Proposed  Rules: 

22 . 44034 

29  CFR 

66 . 43170 

57 - i . 43170 

58__ . . . : _ 43170 

570 .  40800.  44130 

1611 . 45108 

1952— . .  40155-40157,  44130-44133 

2530 - 41654 

2550 . . ^ _  43726 

2602  - - - - 42876, 43512 

2603  _ 43213 

2604  -  42533 

2605  - 43509 

2606  _ 42877 

Proposed  Rules: 

603 -  40537 

608  - 40537 

609  - 40537 

687 - 40537 

697 - — . 44159 

1910 _  40170,  40849,  41530,  41797 

1915  - 41530 

1916  . 41530 

1917- . 41530 

1918 - 41530 

1926 -  40170,  41530 

1952 -  41148,  44157,  44158 

30  CFR 

77 - 41775, 44813 

Proposed  Rules: 

55  . 44272 

56  - 44272 

57  . 44272 

211 . 41122 

216 - 41122 

250 . . 42559,  43036 


35  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules: 

10 . . . 


36  CFR 

901 - 41524 

1000 _  40802 

Proposed  Rules: 

7 _ 41138,42364 

903 - -  41530,  44754 

37  CFR 

1 _ 44813 

38  CFR 

4 . 42535 

21 . — . 42878 

36 - 42190 

Proposed  Rules: 


_ _ _ 44130  CFR 

- 44130  166 . 44135 

H>SED  Rules:  l®"^ - 42186 

406 .  42560  - 

865 - 44159  JS!' - 


25  CFR 

261 - 44543 

Proposed  Rules: 

33 . .  40982 

43h_ - -  42020 

221 . . . . 43513 

233 - 42884 

401  . .  40982 

402  . . . . .  40982 

403- . .  40982 

404  . . .  40982 

405  . 40982 

406— - 42560 

407 - - - - — : .  40982 

26  CFR 

I  -  42743,  43034,  43735 

II  - 44544 

31 . . 42349 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 . . 41118 

31 -  43226 


39  CFR 

111 _ _ 

3002 . . 

Proposed  Rules: 

42- . - . 

- . 42541 

.  43033 

_  .  43239.  43930 

43— . . 

_  43232'  43030 

44 . . 

43232'  43030 

45 _ 

43232,  43030 

47- . . 

_ 43232,  43930 

111— . 

. . 43232 

40  CFR 

52 . 

_  40158- 

1608 - 44495 

1808 . . .  42736 

Proposed  Rules: 

292a . 44516 

1286 . . . .  45113 

1481 - 42997 

1814 . 42444 

2102 - 40792 

32A  CFR 

Ch.  VI - 43489 

33  CFR 

117 - - 41524, 42189,  43213 

155 - 42189 

183 — .  43856 

265  . 42652 

266  . 42654 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 — . 42210 

117 . 41537 

183 - 43226 

209 . 43918 

305- _ 41636 


28  CFR  35  CFR 

0 . . 42745, 44326  10 - - - 44498 

2 - -  41328  253 . . .  42996 


40160,  41778,  41779,  41787,  41942, 
42011,  42012,  42190.  42191,  42351- 
42357,  42542,  42895-42896,  43214- 
43216 

60  . . .  42194,  43850 

61  - - - 42195 

162 . -  41788,  42746 

180 .  40161.  42357,  43727 

230 . 41292 

435 - - - - 42543 

Proposed  Rules: 

16 - 40792 

35 - 41644, 43231 

52 -  40172, 

40854-40856,  42211,  42368,  42369, 
42757,  43231,  43923,  44847-44848 

60 - 42028 

126 -  41649 

142 -  40538 

162 - - 40538, 44162 

172- . 40545,  44162 

180 . 41538,  42757,  43924 

246 . 42986 

430 -  41298 

435 - 42572 

41  CFR 

1-1 _ 44136, 44137,  44502 

1-2- - 44138 

1-3 - 44138 

1-4 - 44139,  44504 

1-6 - 44140 

1-7 . . 44140, 44504 

l-« - 44140 

1-11 - 44140 

1-12 - 44140 

1-14 - 44141 

1-16 -  44137,  44141 

1-18 - 44141 

1-30 -  43728,  44141 

8-1 . 43217 

8-2 . 40803 
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41  CFR — Continued 

&-3 _  40803 

14-3 _  40517, 42746 

101-26 _ 41093 

101-35 _ 42358 

101-38 _ 42358 
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Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I^FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  76-NW-20-AD;  Amendment 
39-2376] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Boeing  727  Series  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  re¬ 
placement  of  all  blind  rivets  with  bolts 
and  nutplates  or  an  approved  equivalent 
on  the  outboard  aileron  tab  mast  fittings 
on  Boeing  Model  727  series  airplanes  was 
published  in  40  FR  29301. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  The  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  (ATA)  submitted  two 
comments  in  response  to  the  proposed 
AD.  In  its  first  comment,  the  ATA  ex¬ 
pressed  its  confidence  that  a  reasonable 
inspection  program  will  detect  loose  fas¬ 
teners  prior  to  the  development  of  the 
hazardous  condition.  In  support  of  this 
comment,  ATA  mentioned  the  results  of 
the  one-time  inspection  required  by  AD 
75-08-10  (40  FR  15866)'  and  the  Boeing 
727  operators’  past  experience.  The  FAA 
agrees  that  most  airline  inspection  pro¬ 
grams  are  adequate  to  detect  loose  fas¬ 
teners;  however,  the  number  of  reports  of 
loose  rivets  submitted  in  response  to  the 
requirements  of  AD  75-08-10  indicate 
that  the  replacement  of  the  blind  rivets 
with  more  positive  fasteneis,  such  as 
bolts  and  nutplates,  is  desirable.  In  its 
second  comment,  the  ATA  stated  that  it 
does  not  object  to  a  mandatory  2500  hour 
repetitive  inspection  of  the  blind  rivets 
provided  replacement  of  rivets  with  bolts 
is  an  optional  terminating  action.  This, 
of  course,  is  not  the  FAA’s  intent  by  the 
proposed  AD  as  mentioned  above,  which 
consisted  of  replacement  of  all  blind 
rivets  by  July  1,  1977,  with  an  interim 
inspection  within  2500  hovu-s  from  the 
effective  date  of  the  AD.  It  is  established 
that  the  rivets  will  in  time  become  loose, 
which  in  turn  may  lead  to  the  failure 
of  all  tab  mast  fitting  attachments.  Re¬ 
placement  is,  therefore,  the  only  accept¬ 
able  terminating  action.  Accordingly,  the 
FAA  does  not  concur  with  this  ATA  com¬ 
ment. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
§  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  adding  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Boeing:  Applies  to  all  Boeing  Model  727 
series  airplanes,  certificated  in  all  categories. 
Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 


To  prevent  wing  vibration  from  loose  blind 
rivets  in  the  outboard  aileron  tab  mast  fit- 
tings,  accomplish  the  following: 

A.  Within  the  next  2500  filght  hours  or 
325  days  from  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
whichever  occurs  first.  Inspect  the  attaching 
blind  rivets  of  the  outboard  aileron  tab  mast 
fittings  for  looseness.  Repair,  as  necessary,  in 
accordance  with  Boeing  Alert  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  727-67-137,  Revision  1,  or  later  PAA 
approved  revisions,  or  in  a  manner  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Memufactur- 
Ing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region. 

B.  As  terminating  action  to  this  AD,  prior 
to  July  1,  1977,  unless  already  accomplished, 
replace  all  blind  rivets  with  bolts  and  nut¬ 
plates  in  accordance  with  Boeing  Alert  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  727-67-137,  Revision  1,  or  later 
FAA  approved  revisions,  or  in  a  manner  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and  pro¬ 
cedures  Identified  and  described  in  this  direc¬ 
tive  are  incorporated  herein  and  made  a  part 
hereof  piursuant  to  6  UB.C.  662(a)  (1). 

All  persons  affected  by  this  directive 
who  have  not  already  received  these 
documents  from  the  manufacturer  may 
obtain  copies  upon  request  to  Boeing 
Commercial  Airplane  Company,  P.O.  Box 
3707,  Seattle,  Washington  98124.  The 
documents  may  also  be  examined  at  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  No¬ 
vember  5, 1975. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1364(a),  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1665 

(c))) 

The  incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  document  were  approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  19,  1967. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1975. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 
[PR  Doc.76-25978  FUed  9-29-76;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-WE-26] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone- 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  description  of  the 
Tucson,  Arizona  (Davis-Monthan  AFB) 
control  zone. 

The  control  zone  is  described  in  part 
by  reference  to  the  Davis-Monthan  AFB 
ILS  outer  marker.  The  United  States 
Air  Force  plans  to  decommission  the 
outer  marker  on  December  4,  1975.  This 


will  require  an  editorial  change  in  the 
description  of  the  control  zone  by  sub¬ 
stituting  a  distance  from  the  Davis- 
Monthan  TACAN  in  lieu  of  the  reference 
to  the  outer  marker. 

Since  the  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature,  involves  no  change  in  airspace 
boundaries,  and  imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  is  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  in 
s  71.171  (40  FR  354)  the  description  of 
the  Tucson,  Arizona  (Davis-Monthan 
AFB)  control  zone  is  amended  in  part  as 
follows:  Delete  all  after  “.  .  .  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  .  .  .”  and 
substitute  “.  .  .  to  the  Davis-Monthan 
TACAN  139°  radial  6.5  miles  southeast  of 
the  TACAN.” 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  G.m.t.  December  4, 1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) ,  and  of 
see.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.8.C.  1666(c)  )  ) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
September  22,  1975. 

Lynn  L.  Hink, 

Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-25974  Filed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  CMitrol  zone  at 
Shreveport,  La.  (Barksdale  AFB). 

On  Au^t  1, 1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  32346)  stating  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  proposed  to 
alter  the  control  zone  at  Shreveport,  La. 
(Barksdale  AFB) . 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  s  71.171  (40  FR  354) ,  the  Shreve¬ 
port,  La.  (Barksdale  AFB) ,  control  zone 
is  amended  to  read: 

Shrxvepobt,  La.  (Barksdale  AFB) 

That  airspace  within  a  6-mUe  radius  of 
Barksdale  AFB  (latitude  32*30'05"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  93*39'45''  W.) :  within  2  mUes  each  side 
of  the  Elm  Qrove  VOR  330*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  0.6  of  a  mile 
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NW  of  the  VOB;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Barksdale  TACAN  148*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  7.5  miles  BE 
of  the  TACAN;  excluding  the  portion  within 
the  Shreveport,  La.  (Shreveport  Begtonal 
Airport) .  oonhol  aone  and  excluding  the  por¬ 
tion  within  the  Shreveport,  La.  (Downtown 
Airport) ,  control  zone. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UB.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  US.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  In  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1975. 

Albert  H.  Thurburk, 
Acting  Director,  SotUbicest  Region. 

(FB  Doc.75-2S9ao  FUed  9-29-7S;8:4S  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-OL-47] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Transition 
Area 

On  page  31958  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  dated  July  30,  1975,  the  Federal  AtI- 
atlon  Administration  polished  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  vrhlch  would 
amend  SS  71.171  and  71.181  of  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulatkms  so 
as  to  alter  the  control  zone  and  trans¬ 
lation  area  at  ML  Vernon,  Illinois. 

Diterested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendments. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  propc»ed  amendments  are  hereby 
a^pted  without  change  and  are  set  forth 
below. 

These  amendments  shall  be  effective 
0901  Ojn.t..  December  4. 1975. 

(MC.  807(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1866  <49  UB.C.  1848).  and  ot  Sec.  6<e)  ot  the 
Department  of  Tranq;>ortatioti  Act  (49  UJ3.C. 
1665(c))) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Sep- 
tmber  10, 1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director,  Gr&it  Lakes  Region. 

In  S  71.171  (40  FR  354),  the  following 
control  aone  is  amended  to  read: 

BfT.  VotNON,  Illutois 

Within  a  5  mile  radius  of  Mount  Vemon- 
Outland  Alrpcx4  (latitude  S8*19'23'*  N., 
longitude  88*61 '83**  W.);  within  4.6  miles 
each  side  of  the  Mount  Vernon  VOB  044* 
nuUal.  extending  from  the  5  mile  radiiis  zone 
to  10.5  mUes  northeast  of  the  VOB.  This 
ccrntrol  zone  Is  effective  during  the  specific 
dates  and  times  established  In  advance  by  a 
Notice  to  Airmen.  The  effective  date  and 
time  Wiu  thereafter  be  continuously  pnb- 
m  the  Airman’s  Information  Manual. 

In  i  71.181  (40  FR  441) ,  the  following 
transition  area  Is  amended  to  resul: 

Mr.  Vauiox.  Ilukois 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7  mile  radius 
of  Mount  VemoQ-Outland  Airport  (latitude 
88*19'23"  N,  longitude  88*61 '33"  W.);  with¬ 
in  6  mUea  aaCh  side  of  the  Moimt  Vernon 
VDR  044*  radial,  extending  from  the  7  miles 
radius  area  to  llA  mUes  northeast  of  the 
VOB. 

[FB  Doc.76-a6976  Piled  9-29-76;8;46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SW-45] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
to  alter  the  College  Station,  Tex.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

On  August  1, 1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (40  FR  32344)  stating  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  transition  area  at 
College  Station,  Tex. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were  fa¬ 
vorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Q.m.t.,  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  s  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  CoUege 
Station,  Tex.,  transition  area  is  amended 
as  follows: 

College  Station,  Tex. 

That  alrapace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  S-mlle  radius 
of  Easterwood  Fl^d  (latitude  30*35'19"  N., 
longitude  96*ai'64"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  OoUege  Statlmi  VOBTAC  107* 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile-radlus 
area  to  18  miles  east  of  the  VOBTAC;  within 
3.5  miles  each  side  of  the  College  Station 
northwest  localizer  course  extending  from 
the  6-mlle-rsdlus  ares  to  13  miles  northwest 
of  the  locallzCT  site  (latitude  S0*S5'59"  N., 
longitude  96*81 ’48.8"  W.);  within  lA  miles 
each  side  ot  the  southeast  localizer  course 
extending  from  the  6-mlle-radlus  area  to  7 
miles  southeast  of  the  localizer  site;  within 
a  5-mile  radius  of  Coulter  Field  (latitude 
30*43'00"  N.,  longitude  96*19’45"  W.);  with¬ 
in  2  miles  each  side  of  the  College  Station 
VOBTAC  025*  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mlle-radlus  area  of  Coulter  Field  to  15  miles 
northeast  of  the  College  Station  VOBTAC. 
(Sec.  807(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  XT.S.C.  1348);  eec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Trani^rtation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655  (c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  16, 1975. 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

A.  H.  Thurbihin, 

[FB  Doc.75-25982  FUed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


(Airspace  Do<^et  No.  75-SW-46] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  TransHion  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  Is  to  alter  the  Houston,  Tex.,  toansl- 
tion  area. 

On  August  1, 1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  tiie  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (40  FR  32344)  stating  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  transition  area  at 
Houston,  Tex. 


Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  De¬ 
cember  4,  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  Houston, 
Tex.,  transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Houston,  Tkx. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  area  bound¬ 
ed  by  a  line  begliming  at  latitude  30*35'00” 
N.,  longitude  95*28'00"  W.;  thence  to  lati¬ 
tude  29°45'00"  N..  longitude  94°44'00''  W.; 
thence  to  the  Intersection  df  the  arc  of  a  5- 
mlle-radius  circle  centered  on  Scholes  Field, 
Galveston,  Tex.  (latitude  29*15'55"  N.,  lon¬ 
gitude  94°41'35"  W.),  and  latitude  29*16'00" 
N.  at  a  point  east  of  Scholes -Field;  thence 
clockwise  along  the  arc  of  the  5-mile-radlus 
circle  to  latitude  29°16'00"  N.  at  a  point 
west  of  Scholes  Field;  thence  to  latitude 
29*30'00"  N.,  longitude  96*64’00"  W.;  to 
latitude  30*26'00"  N.,  longitude  95*42'00"  W. 
to  point  of  beginning  and  Including  within 
3.5  miles  each  side  of  the  336*T  (227*M) 
bearing  from  the  Lakeside  Airport  NDB  (lati¬ 
tude  29*60'62"  N.,  longitude  96*41'19"  W.) 
extending  from  the  NDB  to  11 A  miles  north¬ 
west. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UB.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  15, 1975. 

Albert  H.  Thurbttrn, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 
[FB  Doc.75-25984  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-GL-46] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  VOR  Federal  Airways 

On  September  12,  1975,  FH.  Doc.  75- 
24251  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (40  FR  42342)  amending  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  R^ulatkms 
effective  0901  G.m.t.,  December  4,  1975, 
by  realigning  V-285  airway  north  of 
Goshen,  Ind.  F.R.  Doc.  75-24251  realigns 
the  airway  as  proposed  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  on  July  14,  1975, 
(40  PR  29554)  from  Ctoshen,  Ind.,  to  Kal¬ 
amazoo,  Mich.  The  Goshen,  Ind.,  VOR 
TAG  radial  to  describe  the  airway  from 
Goshen  was  Incorrectly  specified  as  the 
Ctoshen  037*  radial,  when  it  should  have 
been  the  Goshen  038*  radial.  Action  to 
make  this  correction  is  taken  herein. 
Since  this  amendment  is  minor  in  nature 
and  no  substantive  change  in  the  regu¬ 
lations  is  effected,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  F.R. 
Doc.  75-24251  is  amended,  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  December  3,  1975,  as  hereinafter 
set  forth. 

In  item  2.  *‘037°”  is  deleted  and  “OSO"”’ 
is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1848(a))  and  sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c))) 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  23, 1975. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FB  Doc.76-26973  Piled  9-29-76;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-QD-611 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  32839  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  August  5,  1975,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  which  would 
amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
transition  area  at  Litchfield,  Minnesota. 

Interested  persons  were  given  thirty 
days  to  submit  written  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections  regarding  the 
proposed  amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopts  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
0901  G.m.t.  October  23, 1975. 

(Sec.  307 (a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  UB.C.  1348),  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UA.C.  1666(c))) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Sep¬ 
tember  10, 1975. 

R.  O.  Zeigler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441) ,  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 
Litcrfield,  Minnesota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  Litchfield  Mimicipal  Airport  (latitude 
46'’08'18''  N..  longitude  94‘80'66''  W.);  and 
within  8V4  miles  each  side  of  the  Darwin 
VORTAC  139*  radial,  extending  from  the 
6-mlles  radius  to  11  >4  miles  southeast  of  the 
VORTAC. 

[PR  Doc.75-26977  Piled  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-QLi-48] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE.  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  31958  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  July  30, 1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  which  would 
amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  designate 
a  transition  area  at  Hallock,  Minnesota. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 


This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
0901  O.m.t.,  Dec^iober  4,  1975. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348),  and  of  section  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1666(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Sep¬ 
tember  10, 1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  foUowlng 
transition  area  is  added: 

Hauock,  Minnesota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  6  mUes  north¬ 
east  and  5  miles  southwest  of  the  Pembina 
VORTAC  135°  radial  extending  from  6  miles 
southeast  of  the  VORTAC  to  22.5  miles  south¬ 
east  of  the  VORTAC  and  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  1200  feet  a^ve  the 
surface  4.6  miles  northeast  and  7  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  315*  radial  and  the  135*  radial  of 
Pembina  VORTAC  extending  from  6  miles 
southeast  of  the  VORTAC  to  12.6  miles  north¬ 
west  of  the  VORTAC  excluding  that  airspace 
north  of  latitude  49*00'00"  N.;  within  9.5 
miles  northeast  and  4.5  miles  southwest  of 
the  Pembina  VORTAC  136*  radial  extending 
from  17.5  miles  southeast  of  the  VORTAC  to 
36  mUes  southeast  of  the  VORTAC;  and  that 
airspace  within  a  29.5  mile  radius  of  the  Pem¬ 
bina  VORTAC  extending  counterclockwise 
from  the  183*  radial  to  4.5  miles  southwest 
of  and  parallel  to  the  135*  radial. 

[PR  Doc.75-26976  PUed  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SW-491 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transifion  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
to  designate  a  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Mansfield,  La. 

On  August  1,  1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  32345)  stating  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  proposed  to 
designate  a  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Mansfield,  La. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favor^le. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  R^ulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  O.M.T.,  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Mansiteld,  La. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  siuface  within  an  8.6-mlle 
radius  of  DeSoto  Parish  Airport  (latitude 
32°04'20"  N.,  longitude  93*46'47''  W.) . 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968 
(49  UA.C.  1348):  aec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1665(c) ) 

Issued  in  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  on 
September  18, 1975. 

Albert  H.  Thurburn, 
Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-25079  Filed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SW-60] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  to  designate  a  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Springhlll,  La. 

On  August  1, 1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  32345)  stating  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  proposed  to 
designate  a  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Springhill,  La. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submlsslim  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  De¬ 
cember  4,  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (40  PR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Springhh.!.,  La. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5-mUe 
radius  of  Springhlll  Municipal  Airport, 
^rlnghlll,  La.  (latitude  32°68'60''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  93*24'36"  W.). 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Tiansportatlon  Act  [49  U.S.C.  1656(c)  ]) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  18, 1975. 

Albert  H.  Thurburn, 
Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 
[PR  Doc.76-26981  Piled  9-29-76;8;4B  am] 

Title  15— Commerce  and  Foreign  Trade 

CHAPTER  XI — SOCIAL  AND  ECONOMIC 
STATISTICS  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  1160— PUBLIC  INFORMATION 
Deletion 

In  accordance  with  Administrative 
Procedure  5  U.S.C.  553,  notice  and  hear¬ 
ing  on  this  amendment  and  postpone¬ 
ment  of  the  effective  date  thereof  are 
unnecessary  because  this  amendment  is 
the  result  of  an  organizational  change. 

On  May  8,  1975  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
20070)  establishing  Chapter  XI  entitled 
“Social  and  Economic  Statistics  Admin¬ 
istration”  in  Title  15  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  On  August  4,  1975, 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  through  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  Organization 
Orders  3&-1A  and  35-2A,  abolished  the 
Social  and  Economic  Statistics  Admin¬ 
istration.  Therefore,  15  CFR  Chapter  XI 
Is  deleted  from  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg* 
Illations. 

Dated:  September  23,  1975. 

James  L.  Pate, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Economic  Affairs. 
(FR  Doo.75-28084  Filed  0-20-75;8:45  am] 
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Title  16 — Cotnnierctol  PrecBcee 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
OOMMISSKNI 

IDocket  «87«1 

PART  13— PROHIBiTED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Kaiser  Steel  Corp. 

Subpart — Acquiring  corporate  stock  or 
assets:  i  13.5  Acquiring  corporate  stock 
or  assets;  i  13.6  Arrangements,  connec¬ 
tions,  dealings,  etc.  Subpart — Corrective 
actions  and/or  requirements;  §  13.533 
Corrective  actions  and/or  requir^nents; 
13.533-35  Employment  of  independent 
agencies. 

(Sec.  6,  se  Stat.  721;  15  UB.C.  45.  Interprets 
or  appltos  sec.  7,  S8  Stat.  731.  as  amended; 

15  UBX;.  18) 

In  the  Matter  of  Kaiser  Steel  Corpora¬ 
tion.  a  corporation. 

Consent  order  requiring  an  Oakland, 
Calif.,  steel  company,  among  other  things 
to  transfer  the  business  of  MSL  Tube,  ac¬ 
quired  from  MSL  Industries,  Inc.,  to  a 
wholly-owned  subsidiary,  Kaiser  Steel 
Tubing.  Inc.,  whose  records  must  be 
audited  annually  by  an  indj^iendent  pub¬ 
lic  accountant. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  including 
further  order  requiring  report  of  com¬ 
pliance  therewith,  is  as  follows:  ^ 

Order 

For  purposes  of  this  Order,  the  follow¬ 
ing  definitions  shall  apply: 

“ERWMSST,”  or  Electric  Resistance 
Welded  Mechanical  and  Structural  Steel 
Tubing,  means  tubing  formed  from  flat- 
rolled  steel  into  solid-wall  tubing  in  an 
electric  resistance  welded  tube  n>in  and 
used  for  mechanical  or  structural  ap¬ 
plications.  It  can  be  made  from  hot- 
rolled,  oold-roUed  or  galvanized  sheet 
steel  and  may  be  in  a  round,  square,  rec¬ 
tangular  or  a  special  shape  form. 
ERWMSST  does  not  include  pipe  or  tub¬ 
ing  which  is  used  for  the  conduction  of 
fluids  and/or  gases  (“pipe”  or  “pressure 
tubing”). 

“Respondent”  means  Kaiser  Steel  Cor¬ 
poration  and  any  of  its  domestic  sub¬ 
sidiaries  and  their  respective  successors 
and  assigns. 

“The  Business  of  MSL  Tube”  means 
the  tubing  business  acquired  by  Respond¬ 
ent  from  MSL  Industries,  Inc.  and  all 
additions  subsequently  ma^  thereto,  in¬ 
cluding  the  physical  plant  located  in  Ver¬ 
non,  California  and  presently  owned  by 
Respondent  and  operated  by  the  Kaiser 
Steel  Tubing  Division  of  Respondent; 
the  nine  tube  mins  presently  at  such  phy¬ 
sical  plant;  and  all  r^ated  inventories, 
accounts  receivable  and  current  liabilities 
of  the  Kaiser  Sted  Tubing  Division. 

“CaUfoniia  ERWMSST  E^oducer(s)“ 
T«wan.«t  (1)  the  manufacturers  of 
ERWMSST  listed  in  Appendix  A  and  (2) 
any  other  todiTidhial  or  corporation  not 
afBliated  with  any  of  the  manufacturers 
listed  in  ApfM^ulix  A  which,  subsequent 


^Oaptn  of  the  Oooiplstnt,  Oectoion  and 
Ordw  Hied  with  the  original  document. 
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to  the  date  of  this  Order,  commences  to 
manufacture  said  sdl  ERWMSST  within 
the  State  of  California. 

“Secondary  Sheet  Steel”  means  sheet 
steel  which  does  not  meet  the  producer’s 
quality  standards  for  prime  sheet  sted 
and  which  is  for  this  reason  sold  at 
prices  lower  than  the  producer’s  prices 
for  prime  sheet  steel. 

“AflUiated  person”  means  a  person 
who  is  at  the  time  of  any  action  taken 
pursuant  to  Paragraph  III  of  this  Order 
an  officer,  director,  employee  or  agent  of 
Respondent  or  who  owns  or  controls,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  more  than  one  per¬ 
cent  of  the  outstanding  shares  of  the 
capital  stock  of  Respondent. 

I 

It  is  ordered.  That  A.  Respondent  shall, 
within  six  months  after  the  date  this  Or¬ 
der  becomes  flnal,  transfer,  assign  and 
convey  The  Business  of  MSL  Tube  to  a 
wholly-owned  subsidiary,  her^nafter 
called  Kaiser  Steel  Tubing,  Inc.  (“K8T”) . 
KST  shall  maintain,  in  accordance  with 
good  accounting  practice,  separate  and 
complete  corporate  records  and  accoimts, 
which  shall  be  audited  annually  by  an 
independent  public  accountant.  KST 
shall  m'eserve  such  records  for  a  period 
of  at  least  five  years. 

B. 'Respondent  shall  not  sell  any  type 
of  sheet  steel,  including  Secondary  Sheet 
Steel,  to  EIST  at  a  price  (including  extra 
charges  and  discounts)  lower  than  Re¬ 
spondent’s  then  current  list  price  unless, 
to  Respondent’s  reasonable  belief,  other 
California  ERWMSST  producers  can 
substantially  satisfy  their  requirements 
for  such  type  of  sheet  steel  by  purchases 
at  such  lower  price. 

C.  With  regard  to  all  other  commercial 
transactions  between  Respondent  and 
KST,  Respondent  shall  est^lish  proce¬ 
dures  to  insure  that  such  transactions  are 
no  more  favorable  to  KST  than  would 
be  the  case  if  they  were  entered  into  be¬ 
tween  Respondent  and  independent 
parties  on  reasonable  commercial  terms. 
Respondent  shall  not  enter  into  any  such 
commercial  transaction  with  KOT  ex¬ 
cept  on  terms  which  accord  with  these 
procedures.  Respondent  shall  report  an¬ 
nually  to  the  Commission  all  such  com¬ 
mercial  transactions  with  KST  in  the 
preceding  year  involving  more  than 
$25,000.  In  addition,  such  transactions 
shall  be  reviewed  by  the  independent  ac¬ 
countants  described  in  Paragraph  1(A) 
above,  and  Respondent  shall  submit  to 
the  Commission  the  reports  containing 
the  opinion  of  said  accountants  as  to 
whether  such  transactions  complied  with 
the  procedures  established  pursuant  to 
this  Paragraph. 

n 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  A.  Respond¬ 
ent  shall  in  each  calendar  year  make 
available  for  sale  to  each  California 
ERWMSST  Producer,  at  a  price  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  Respondent’s  then  current  pub¬ 
lished  list  price  (including  applicaUe  ^- 
tra  charges  and  discounts),  subject  to 
credit  terms  appropriate  imder  the  cir- 
cvimstanoes,  and  on  conditions  of  sale 
not  less  favorable  than  those  offered  to 
KST,  a  quantity  of  sheet  steel  for  use  in 


the  manufacture  of  ERWIIBST  equal  to 
the  average  of  such  Producer’s  aimuai 
purchases  of  sheet  steel  from  Respond¬ 
ent  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of 
ERWMSST  for  the  three  years  during 
the  period  1969  through  1973,  inclusive, 
in  which  such  company  purchased  the 
greatest  quantities  of  sheet  steel  from 
Respondent  (its  “base  years”) .  In  mak¬ 
ing  such  allocations.  Respondent  shall 
use  its  best  ^orts  to  make  available  to 
each  such  ERWMSST  Producer,  hot- 
rolled,  cold-rolled  and  galvanized  sheet 
steel  in  the  same  ratio  as  those  types  of 
steel  were  purchased  by  such  Producer 
from  Respondent  during  its  base  years. 
Respondent  shall  make  availahle  for  sale 
to  any  California  ERWMSST  Producer 
(1)  whose  average  amiual  pmchases  of 
sheet  steel  from  Respondent  for  use  in 
the  manufacture  of  ERWMSST  during 
its  “base  years”  were  less  than  1,000  tons, 
or  (2)  who  commenced  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  ERWMSST  in  the  State  of 
California  subsequent  to  the  date  of  this 
Order,  a  minimum  annual  allocation  of 
1,000  tons  of  hot-rolled  sheet  steel  for 
use  in  the  manulactiu:e  of  ERWMSST. 

B.  In  any  calendar  year  Respondent 
shall  increase  the  quantities  of  sheet 
steel  made  available  to  California 
ERWMSST  Producers  pursuant  to  Para¬ 
graph  11(A)  by  the  same  percentage  by 
which  its  sales  of  sheet  stwl  to  KST  for 
use  in  the  manufactiu*e  of  ERWMSST  in 
the  most  recent  calendar  year  exceeded 
its  1974  sales  of  sheet  steel  to  KST  for 
that  purpose. 

C.  Respondent  shall  in  each  year,  to 
the  extent  Secondary  Sheet  Steel  is 
available.  Include  in  the  quantity  of 
sheet  steel  made  avalable  for  sale  to  each 
California  ERWMSST  Producer  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  Paragrai^,  at  such  Pro¬ 
ducer’s  option.  Secondary  Sheet  Steel  for 
use  in  the  manufacture  of  ERWMSST 
in  the  same  proportion  that  Respondent’s 
sales  of  Secondary  Sheet  Steel  to  KST 
fm*  use  in  the  manufacture  of  ERWMSST 
in  the  then  cvurent  calradar  year  bear 
to  its  total  sales  of  sheet  steel  to  KST 
for  that  purpose  during  such  calendar 
year. 

D.  Respondent  shall  not  be  obligated 
to  deliver  sheet  steel  offered  for  sale  to 
California  ERWMSST  Producers  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Paragraph 
during,  any  period  when  its  ability  to  pro¬ 
duce  or  deliver  sheet  steel  is  substantially 
impaired  by  reason  of  labor  difiOculties, 
war,  civil  commotion,  act  of  God,  gov¬ 
ernmental  action,  failure  of  equipment, 
sources  of  supply  or  transportation,  or 
other  occurrence  beyond  Respondent’s 
control;  and  the  quantity  of  sheet  steel 
which  Respondent  shall  be  obligated  to 
make  available  for  sale  to  (Talifmnia 
EIRWMSST  Producers  in  any  year  in 
which  such  an  oociurrence  takes  place 
shall  be  reduced  in  proportion  to  the 
total  reduction  in  Rei^ndent’s  produc¬ 
tion  of  sheet  steel,  caused  by  such  occur¬ 
rence,  below  its  projected  production  for 
that  year. 

m 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  within  one 
year  from  the  date  this  Order  becomes 
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final,  RespMideni  shall,  or  shall  cause 
KST  to,  with  respect  to  each  of  three 
tube  mills  and  associated  equipment  (in¬ 
cluding  Jib  crane;  pay-<^  re^;  coil  end 
joining  table;  looping  system;  forming 
mill;  welder;  tube  cocking  section;  sizing 
mill;  cut-off  device;  drive  system  and 
cons(de  table)  suitable  for  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  ERWMSST  in  cmxunonly  used 
sizes  from  approximately  inch  to  ap¬ 
proximately  inch  diameter,  presently 
included  among  The  Business  of  MSL 
Tube,  either  (1)  sell  such  mill  or  mills 
and  associated  equipment  to  persons  who 
are  not  Affiliated  Persons;  or  (2)  im¬ 
pound  such  mill  or  mills  and  associated 
equipment,  provided  that  any  mill  or 
mills  and  associated  equipment  so  im¬ 
pounded  shall  not  again  be  used  by  Re¬ 
spondent  Gt  KST  for  the  producti<xi  of 
ERWMSST  within  the  State  of  CaU- 
fpmia  without  prior  consent  of  the 
Commission. 

IV 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  if  Respond¬ 
ent  or  KST  elects  to  sell  any  tube  mill 
pursuant  to  alternative  one  of  Paragraph 
m  of  this  Order,  nothing  in  this  Order 
shall  be  deemed  to  prohibit  Respondent 
from  retaining,  accepting,  and  enforcing 
in  good  faith  any  security  interest 
therein,  not  to  exceed  five  years  in  dura¬ 
tion,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  securing  to 
Respondent  or  KST  full  payment  of  the 
price,  with  interest,  at  which  such  tube 
mill  is  sold;  provided,  however,  that 
should  Respondent  or  KST,  by  exercise 
such  security  interest  regain  direct  or 
indirect  control  of  any  such  tube  mill,  it 
shall  be  redivested  or  impounded  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Paragraph  ni  of  this  Or¬ 
der,  within  one  year  from  the  date  of 
reacquisition. 

V 

It  is  further  ordered,  Tliat  KST  shall 
not  sell  or  offer  to  sell  ERWMSST  and 
steel  mill  products  together  at  a  single 
price.  Nothing  in  this  Paragraph  shall 
prevent  BBT  from  offering  carload  or 
truckload  discounts  which  are  computed 
on  the  sale  of  quantities  of  both  tubing 
and  such  other  products,  based  on  cost 
savings  attributable  to  the  sale  of  those 
products  together. 

VI 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Respondent 
shall,  within  60  days  from  the  date  this 
Order  becomes  final,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  detailed  written  report  of  its 
actions,  plans,  and  progress  in  ccHnplying 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Order  and  in 
fulfilling  its  objectives.  Every  60  days 
thereafter,  ;mtil  Respondent  has  taken 
one  of  the  alternative  actions  required 
by  Paragraph  m  of  this  Order,  Respond¬ 
ent  shall  submit  a  subsequent  report  on 
its  progress  in  complying  with  Para¬ 
graph  m.  Respondent  shall  submit  an¬ 
nually,  within  90  days  after  the  end  of 
its  fiscal  year,  a  detailed  written  report 
of  its  actions  in  complying  with  the  re¬ 
maining  provisions  of  this  Order. 

vn 

It  is  further  ordered,  Tliat,  pending 
sale  or  impoimdment  of  the  tube  mills 


are  the  subject  of  Paragraph  in 
of  this  Order,  Respondent  shall  not  make 
any  changes  in,  other  than  in  the  ordi¬ 
nary  course  of  business,  or  permit  any 
deterloratiMi  of,  any  of  such  tube  mUls 
which  may  impair  such  mill’s  capacity 
for  the  manufacture  of  ERWMSST. 

vm 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  for  a  period 
of  ten  years  from  the  date  this  Order 
becomes  final.  Respondent  shall  not, 
without  the  prior  i^roval  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commissicm,  acquire,  or  acquire 
and  hold,  directly  or  indirectly,  the  whole 
or  any  part  of  the  assets,  stock,  share 
capital,  or  other  actual  or  potential 
equity  interest  or  right  of  participation 
in  the  earnings  ol  any  domestic  ccmcem, 
corporate  or  non-corporate,  engaged  in 
the  manufacture  of  ERWMSST  in  the 
States  of  Arizona,  California,  Idaho, 
Ifevada,  Oregon,  Utah  and  Washington. 

IX 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Respondent 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  thirty 
(30)  days  prkH*  to  any  proposed  change 
in  the  corporate  respondent  sudi  as  dis¬ 
solution,  assignment  or  sale  resulting  in 
the  emergence  of  a  successor  corporatimi, 
or  any  other  proposed  change  in  the  c(Hr- 
poration  which  may  affect  cmnpUance 
obligations  arising  out  of  this  Order. 

X 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Order  shall  remain  in  effect 
for  a  period  cff  ten  years  from  the  date 
this  Order  becomes  final. 

Appendix  A 

California  ERWMSST  Producers 

Bernard  Epps  &  Co.,  3165  E.  Slauson  Avenue, 
Los  Angeles,  California  90058. 

California  Steel  and  Tube,  Inc.,  16049  Ste¬ 
phens  Street,  City  of  Industry,  California 
91744. 

Cal-Metal  Corporation,  1351  West  Sepulveda 
Blvd.,  Torrance,  CallfcHula. 

Harris  Tube  Dlvislcui  of  Autcunation  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  8720  South  San  Pedro  Street, 
Los  Angeles,  California  90003. 

Pacific  Tube  Con^iany,  5710  Smithway  Street, 
Los  Angeles,  California  90040. 

Twrance  Tube  Division  of  Cyprus  Mines  Cor¬ 
poration,  1739  213th  Street,  Torrance,  Cali- 
fomia. 

Western  Tube  &  Conduit  Corpwatlon,  2730 
East  37th  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90058. 

The  Decision  and  Order  was  issued  by 
the  Commission,  Aug.  27, 1975. 

(Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26091  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  8778] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Litton  Industries,  Inc. 

'  Codification  under  Part  13  appears  at 
38  FR  8150. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  16  UB.C.  46.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  7.  38  Stat.  731,  as 
amended;  16  UB.C.  18) 


In  the  matter  of  Litton  Industries,  Inc. 

Order  modifying  a  sobetituto  order 
dated  March  4. 1975,  85  F.T.C.  — ,  40  FR 
18989,  by  striking  the  compliance  para¬ 
graph  requiring  the  filing  of  reports 
every  six^  (60)  days  and  substituting  a 
new  compliance  naragraph  requiring  the 
filing  of  compliance  reports  on  an  an¬ 
nual  basis  after  finality  of  the  order. 

The  order  modifying  order  to  cease 
and  desist,  including  further  order  re¬ 
quiring  report  of  cfxnpliance  therewith, 
is  as  follows:^ 

Respondent,  by  letter  dated  July  25, 
1975,  which  will  be  treated  as  a  petition 
to  reopen  this  proceeding,  has  requested 
that  the  requirement  that  it  file  com¬ 
pliance  reports  at  60 -day  Intervals,  con¬ 
tained  in  the  order  to  cease  and  desist 
issued  March  4,  1975,  be  modified  so  as 
to  require  only  annual  reports.  The 
Bureau  of  Competition  has  filed  an 
answer  wherein  it  advises  that  it  does 
not  oppose  respondent’s  request. 

.  The  Ckimmission  has  duly  considered 
respondent’s  request  and  has  determined 
that  it  should  be  granted. 

It  is  ordered  ’That  the  proceeding  be, 
and  it  hereby  is,  reopened. 

It  is  further  ordered  That  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist  be,  and  it  hereby  is, 
modified  by  striking  the  compliance 
paragraph  and  substituting  therefor  the 
following: 

It  is  further  ordered  That  respondent 
shall,  within  60  days  after  the  date  of 
service  of  this  order,  and  on  the  azmi- 
versary  of  the  date  of  finality  of  the  order, 
thereafter,  imtil  respondent  shall  have 
fully  complied  with  the  provisions  of  this 
order,  submit,  in  writing,  to  the  Fedmtd 
Trade  Commission  a  report  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which 
respondent  Intends  to  comply,  is  comply¬ 
ing,  or  has  complied  with  this  order. 

The  order  modifying  ord^  to  cease  and 
desist  was  issued  by  the  CommLorfnn 
September  3,  1975. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26090  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am) 


[Docket  C-2684] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

The  Standard  Oil  Co. 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-25165  appearing  on 
page  43487  of  the  issue  for  Monday,  Sep¬ 
tember  22, 1975,  the  following  correction 
is  made: 

Paragraph  2.,  line  three  should  read: 
“graphs  II  and  m,  or  any”. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26089  Filed  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


^  Copies  of  the  Order  Modifying  Order 
To  Cease  and  Desist  filed  with  the  original 
documents. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  190— TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  30,  1975 


44812 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  20 — Employee’s  Benefits 

CHAPTER  III— SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

[Regulations  No.  4] 

PART  450— RESEARCH  GRANTS  AND 
CONTRACTS 

Retirement  Test  Monthly  Exempt  Amount 
and  Contribution  and  Benefit  Base  for 
Years  After  1974 


Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-24691,  appearing  at  page 
42865,  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1975,  on  page  42866,  in  the 
first  column,  the  section  heading  now 
reading  "S  405.103”  should  be  changed 
to  read  “5  450.103”. 

Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

[Docket  No.  75N-^)0331 

COLOR  ADDITIVES  AND 
CERTIFICATION 

Updating  and  Corrections 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  issuing  regulations  to  remove  certain 
internal  inconsistencies  and  certain  ob¬ 
solete  provisions  from  the  color  additive 
regulations  (21  CFR  Parts  8  and  9) .  This 
regulation  is  effective  December  1,  1975. 

Under  the  (3olor  Additive  Amendments 
of  1960  to  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  all  color  additives  used  in 
foods,  drugs,  and  cosmetics  must  first  be 
listed  for  such  xise  by  the  Pood  and  Drug 
Administration  (Pub.  L.  86-618,  Title  I, 
74  Stat.  397-404  (21  U.S.C.  376)).  itow- 
ever,  to  permit  continued  use  of  colors 
that  were  already  commercially  estab¬ 
lished  when  the  amendments  were  en¬ 
acted,  pending  determinations  regarding 
the  listing  of  such  colors,  the  transitional 
jxovlsions  of  the  Color  Additive  Amend¬ 
ments  provide  for  provisional  listing  of 
such  commercially  established  colors 
(Pub.  L.  86-618,  Title  n,  74  Stat.  404-407 
(21  UJ3.C.  376  note) ) . 

Since  1960,  numerous  colors  have  been 
listed  or  provisionally  listed  by  the  Food 
and  Drug  Admiidstration  for  various 
uses,  and  other  colors  have  been  removed 
from  use.  Also,  some  colors  are  now  listed 
for  certain  uses  and  provisionally  listed 
lor  other  uses. 

In  reviewing  the  color  additive  regu¬ 
lations,  it  has  come  to  the  Commissioner’s 
attention  thai  in  the  course  of  promul¬ 
gating  and  revising  numerous  color  addi¬ 
tive  regulations  over  the  past  15  years, 
certain  internal  inconsistencies  have  in¬ 
advertently  resulted  and  certain  obsolete 
material  has  Inadvertently  been  retained. 
The  amendments  below  correct  these 
errors. 

The  corrections  fall  into  the  follow¬ 
ing  categories: 


1.  Nomenclature  and  specifications. 
When  a  color  additive  is  listed  toe  any 
use,  current  scientific  nomenclature  and 
specifications  for  the  color  are  employed. 
This  has  occasionally  led  to  situatkms 
where  a  new  regulation  listing  a  color  for 
certain  uses  employs  more  modem  no¬ 
menclature  and  specifications  for  the 
color  than  an  older  provisional  listing 
regulation  applicable  to  other  uses  of 
the  color.  Where  such  inconsistency  ex¬ 
ists,  the  regulations  have  been  amended 
to  incorporate  uniformly  the  modern 
nomenclature  and  specifications  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  more  recent  regulation. 
Such  changes  are  made  in  the  provisional 
regulations  for  FD&C  Blue  No.  2,  D&C 
Green  No.  5,  FD&C  Yellow  No.  5,  PD&C 
Red  No.  3,  and  PD&C  Blue  No.  1.  Also,  the 
table  entry  in  §  8.501(a)  for  PD&C  Red 
No.  3  is  set  out  in  the  amendment  below 
to  restore  the  footnote  reference  Inserted 
by  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  12, 1969  (34  PR  11542)  and  omit¬ 
ted  inadvertently  in  the  1973,  1974,  and 
1975  CFR  editions. 

2.  Deletions  of  obsolete  regulations. 
The  provisional  listings  for  FD&C  Blue 
No.  2  and  D&C  Green  No.  8  have  been 
restricted  to  limit  the  provisional  list¬ 
ings  clearly  to  the  uses  for  which  peti¬ 
tions  have  been  filed. 

The  amendments  to  the  regulations 
also  delete  from  21  CFR  Part  9  provi¬ 
sional  specifications  for  D&C  Green  No.  7, 
D&C  Red  No.  14.  D&C  Red  No.  29,  and 
D&C  Red  No.  39,  all  of  which  are  no 
longer  provisionally  listed  in  21  CFR 
8.501.  Section  8.510(d)  (21  CFR  8.510 
(d))  is  likewise  amended  to  eliminate 
cross-references  to  obsolete  specifica¬ 
tions,  which  are  being  deleted  from  the 
regulations  by  these  amendments. 

3.  Miscellaneous.  In  addition  to  correc¬ 
tions  noted  above,  certain  other  changes 
are  made  for  internal  consistency  within 
the  regxilations,  e.g.,  the  third  sentence  in 
the  introductory  paragraph  of  S  8.501  (21 
CFR  8.501)  is  revised  to  show  that  speci¬ 
fications  for  a  provisionally  listed  color 
may  appear  in  Part  8  as  well  as  Part  9; 
the  provisional  listings  in  §  8.501(b)  for 
D&C  Red  No.  36  and  D&C  Orange  No.  5 
are  revised  to  cross-reference  S  8.503  (21 
CFR  8.503) ,  which  specifically  applies  to 
tiiese  colors  and  should  be  cross-refer¬ 
enced  for  the  Information  of  persons 


reading  the  provisional  listings;  and 
S  8.510  is  amended  to  be  consistent  with 
the  regulation  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  15, 1973  (38  FR  7006) 
restoring  D&C  Brown  No.  1  and  Ext.  D&C 
Violet  No.  2  to  the  provisional  lists  for 
coloring  use  in  externally  applied  cos¬ 
metics  and  to  delete  the  obsolete  paren¬ 
thetical  reference  to  §  9.90  (21  CFR  9.90) 
in  paragraph  (h)(1)  of  the  section. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  701(a) ,  Pub. 
L.  75-717,  52  Stat.  1055  (21  U.S.C.  371 
(a)) )  and  the  transitional  provisions  of 
the  Color  Additive  Amendments  of  1960 
(sec.  201  et  seq..  Pub.  L.  86-618,  74  Stat. 
404-407  (21  U.S.C.  376  note))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120) ,  Parts  8  and  9  of  Chapter 
I  of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  are  amended  as  follows: 

PART  B— COLOR  ADDITIVES 

1.  Part  8  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  §  8.501,  the  introductory  text  and 
the  following  entries  in  the  tables  in 
paragraphs  (a)  and,  (b)  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  8.501  Provisional  lists  of  color  addi¬ 
tives. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
finds  that  the  following  lists  of  color  ad¬ 
ditives  are  provisionally  listed  under  sec¬ 
tion  203(b)  of  the  Color  Additive  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1960  (sec.  203(b),  74  Stat.  405 
(21  U.S.C.  376  note)).  Except  for  color 
additives  for  which  petitions  have  been 
filed,  progress  reports  are  required  by 
January  1,  1968,  and  at  6-month  inter¬ 
vals  thereafter.  Specifications  for  color 
additives  listed  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b), 
and  (c)  of  this  section  appear  in  the  re¬ 
spective  designated  sections.  The  listing 
of  color  additives  in  this  section  is  not 
to  be  construed  as  a  listing  for  surgical 
suture  use  unless  color  additive  petitions 
have  been  submitted  for  such  use  or  the 
Commissioner  has  been  notified  of  studies 
underway  to  establish  the  safety  of  the 
color  additive  for  such  use.  The  color 
additives  listed  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b), 
and  (c)  may  not  be  used  in  products 
which  are  intended  to  be  used  in  the 
area  of  the  eye. 

(a)  •  •  • 


Closing  date  ,  , 

Foodnse 

Dmg  and  oosmetlo  use 

•  • 

F.D.  &  C.  Red  No.  8  (See. 
'8.242  of  this  chapter). 

•  • 

Deo;  »,  1976.  or  nntQ  a 
new  doeing  date  Is  oa- 
>»tabllshed.i 

•  •  e 

Deo.  81,  1976,  or  tmtO  a 
new  uoeing  date  la  es¬ 
tablished. 

9  9 

irn  A  0  Ka 

•  • 

- - rTTX-rr 

•  •  • 

8.4022  of  this  chapter); 

drags. 

•  • 

9  • 

•  •  • 

1  Lakes  onlyj 
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(b)  •  •  • 

CkwliigteU  Baitrietions 


D.  &  C.  Green  No.  5  (See.  8.4068  of  this  Dee.  n.  1975,  or  until  •  new  closing  date  Is 
chapter).  established. 

•  •  •  •  • 

D.<5i  C.  Green  No.  8  (Sec.  9.106  of  this  chapter) . do . . — 

•  •  •  •  • 

D.  &  C.  Red  No.  86  (Bee.  9.181  of  this . do . . . . 

chapter). 

•  •  •  •  • 

D.  &  C.  Orange  No.  6  (Sec.  9.202  of  this . do . 

chapter). 

•  •  •  •  * 


External  use  only. 

•  • 

Sec.  8.508. 

•  • 

Sec.  8.503. 


«  •  •  • 

b.  In  S  8.510,  by  deleting  from  para¬ 
graph  (d)  all  parenthetical  references 
for  the  listed  itans;  by  deleting  from 
paragraph  (e)  the  items  “D&C  Brown 
No.  1  (§  9.230  of  this  chapter)  ”  and  “Ext. 
D&C  Violet  No.  2  (§  9.411  of  this  chap¬ 
ter)”;  by  dieting  from  paragraph  (h) 
(1)  the  obs(riete  parenthetical  reference 
“(§  9.90  of  this  chapter)”;  and  by  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (i)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  8.510  Cancellation  of  certificates. 

*  *  *  *  « 

(i)  Certificates  issued  prior  to  July  1. 
1968,  for  D&C  Brown  No.  1  (S  9.230  of 
this  chapter)  and  Ext.  D&C  Violet  No.  2 
(§  9.411  of  this  chapter)  and  all  mix¬ 
tures  containing  these  colors  are  can¬ 
celled  and  have  no  effect.  This  cancella¬ 
tion  does  not  apply  to  certificates  issued 
after  March  15,  1973,  for  D&C  Brown 
No.  1  and  Ext.  D&C  Violet  No.  2,  which 
are  provisionally  listed  in  9  8.501  (b)  and 
(c)  respectively  for  coloring  externally 
applied  cosmetics. 


PART  9— COLOR  ADDITIVES 

2.  Part  9  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  By  revising  §  9.40  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  9.40  FD&C  Yellow  No.  5. 

The  color  additive  PD&C  Yellow  No.  5 
shall  conform  in  identity  and  specifica¬ 
tions  to  the  requirements  of  §  8.275(a) 
(1)  and  (b)  of  this  chapter. 

b.  By  revising  §  9.62  to  read  as  follows: 
§  9.62  FD&C  Red  No.  3. 

The  color  additive  FE>&C  Red  No.  3 
shall  conform  in  identity  and  specifica¬ 
tions  to  the  requirements  of  9  8.242(a) 
(1)  and  (b)  of  this  chapter. 

c.  By  revising  §  9.80  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9.80  FD&C  Blue  No.  1. 

The  color  additive  FD&C  Blue  No.  1 
shall  conform  in  identity  and  specifica¬ 
tions  to  the  requirements  of  9  8.206(a) 
(1)  and  (b)  of  this  chapter. 

d.  By  revising  9  9.81  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9.81  FD&C  Blue  No.  2. 

The  color  additive  FD&C  Blue  No.  2 
shall  conform  in  id«itity  and  specifica¬ 
tions  to  the  ^uirements  of  9  8.4022(a) 
and  (b)  of  this  chapter. 

e.  By  revising  §  9.103  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  9.103  D&C  Green  No.  5. 

The  color  additive  D&C  Green  No.  5 
shall  conform  in  identity  aiKl  specifica¬ 


tions  to  the  requirements  of  9  8.4069(a) 
and  (b)  of  this  chapter. 

§  9.105  [Revoked] 

f.  By  revoking  9  9.105  D&C  Green 
No.  7. 

§  9.159  [Revoked] 

g.  By  revoking  9  9.159  D&C  Red  No.  14. 
§  9.174  [Revoked] 

h.  By  revoking  9  9.174  D&C  Red  No.  29. 
§  9.184  [Revoked] 

1.  By  revoking  9  9.184  D&C  Red  No.  29. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  December  1,  1975.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  invites  comment  from  any  inter¬ 
ested  person(s)  designating  other  incon¬ 
sistencies  or  obsolete  provisions  in  the 
color  additive  regifiations  which  should 
be  corrected.  The  Commissioner  will  stay 
any  provision  of  this  order  for  which 
comment  is  received  by  October  30, 1975, 
showing  that '-substantive  rights  have 
been  impaired,  e.g.,  the  Commissioner 
has  not  intended  by  this  order  to  delete 
from  the  regulations  any  provisionally 
listed  use  of  a  color  supported  by  a  color 
additive  petition,  and  the  Commissioner 
would  reinstate  any  use  deleted  by  this 
ord&c  for  which  it  co\ild  be  shown  that  a 
supporting  petition  was  in  fact  on  file 
with  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

(Sec.  701(a).  Pub.  L.  75-717,  62  Stat.  1056; 
sec.  201  et  seq..  Pub.  L.  86-618,  74  Stat.  404- 
407  (21  U.S.'C.  371(a),  376  note).) 

Dated:  September  18, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[PR  Doc.75-25867  PUed  9-29-75; 8: 46  am] 


Title  30— Mineral  Resources 

CHAPTER  I— MINING  ENFORCEMENT 
AND  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  77— MANDATORY  SAFETY  STAND¬ 
ARDS,  SURFACE  COAL  MINES  AND  SUR¬ 
FACE  WORK  AREAS  OF  UNDERGROUND 
COAL  MINES 

Refuse  Piles  and  Impounding  Structures 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-23862  appearing  on 
page  41775,  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday, 
September  9,  1975,  the  seventh  line  of 
the  third  full  paragraph  in  the  third 
cc^umn  on  page  41775,  now  reading 


“been  made  which  are  described  below”, 
should  read  “been  made  which  are  de¬ 
scribed  below  and.” 


Title  37 — Patents,  Trademarks,  and 
Copyrights 

CHAPTER  I— PATENT  AND  TRADEMARK 
OFFICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  1— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN 
PATENT  CASES 

Late  Payment  of  Issue  Fee 

On  March  25,  1975,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Fedeeal 
Register  (40  FR  13221)  regarding  the 
proposal  by  the  Patent  and  Trademark 
Office  to  amend  Title  37  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  by  amending  9  1.316 
and  by  revising  9 1.317  dealing  with  the 
late  payment  of  issue  fees.  Interested 
persons  were  given  until  June  4,  1975  to 
submit  written  comments  and  sugges¬ 
tions.  Full  and  careful  conslderatl<m  was 
given  to  all  written  comments  received. 
Upon  review  of  these  comments  it  was 
recognized  that  §  1.155  dealing  with  the 
issue  and  term  of  design  pat^ts  should 
also  be  amended. 

The  amendment  to  §  1.155  is  to  add  a 
new  p>aragraph  (b)  worded  exactly  the 
same  as  that  proposed,  and  now  being 
promulgated,  for  paragraph  (b)  oX. 
9  1.316.  Since  the  wording  of  revised 
paragraph  (b)  of  9 1.155  is  exactly  the 
same  as  that  proposed  for  paragraph  (b) 
of  9 1.316,  and  the  concept  involved  is 
exactly  the  same,  further  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  relative  to  9  1.155  are  found 
to  be  imnecessary  under  5  U.S.C.  553(a) 
(3)(B)  and  (d)(3). 

In  consideration  of  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  and  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  Section  6  of  the  Act  of  July 
19,  1952  as  amended  (85  Stat.  364;  35 
U.S.C.  6),  Part  I  of  Title  37,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  hereby  amended 
as  set  forth  below. 

1.  Section  1.155  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.155  Issue  and  term  of  design  patents. 

(a)  If,  on  examination,  it  shall  appear 
that  the  applicant  is  entitled  to  a  design 
patent  imder  the  law,  a  notice  of  al- 
low'ance  wUl  be  sent  to  him,  his  attorney, 
or  his  agent,  calling  for  the  payment  of 
an  issue  fee  in  an  appropriate  amount 
dependent  on  the  duration  of  the  term 
desired  by  the  applicant.  If  this  issue 
fee  is  not  paid  within  3  months  oi. 
the  date  of  the  notice  of  allowance,  the 
application  shall  be  regarded  as  aban¬ 
doned. 

(b)  The  Cmnmissioner  may  accept  the 
late  paymmt  of  the  fee  specified  in  the 
notice  of  allowance  later  than  three 
months  after  the  mailing  of  the  notice 
as  Uiough  no  abandonment  hac]  ever 
occurred  if  upon  petition  the  delay  in 
payment  is  shown  to  have  been  unavoid¬ 
able.  The  petition  to  accept  the  delayed 
payment  must  be  accomi>anied  by  the 
issue  fee  or  portion  thereof  specified  in 
the  notice  of  allowance,  unless  it  has  been 
previously  submitted,  the  fee  for  delayed 
payment,  and  a  showing  in  the  form  of 
an  oath  or  declaration  as  to  the  causes 
ot  the  dday. 
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2.  In  section  1.316,  paragraph  (b)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.316  Application  abandoned  for  fail¬ 
ure  to  pay  i88ue  fee. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  The  Commissioner  may  accept  the 
late  payment  of  the  fee  specified  in  the 
notice  of  allowance  later  than  three 
months  after  the  mailing  of  the  notice 
as  though  no  abandonment  had  ever 
occurred  if  upon  petition  the  delay  in 
payment  is  shown  to  have  been  un¬ 
avoidable.  The  petition  to  accept  the 
delayed  payment  must  be  accompanied 
by  the  issue  fee  or  portion  thereof  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  notice  of  allowance,  unless  it 
has  been  previously  submitted,  the  fee 
for  delayed  payment,  and  a  showing  in 
the  form  of  an  oath  or  declaration  as  to 
the  causes  of  the  delay. 

3.  Section  1.317  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.317  Lapsed  patents;  delayed  pay¬ 
ment  of  balance  of  issue  fee. 

(a)  Any  rmaining  balance  of  the 
issue  fee  is  to  be  paid  within  three 
months  from  the  date  of  notice  th^eof 
and,  if  not  paid,  the  patent  will  lapse 
at  the  termination  of  the  three  month 
period. 

(b)  The  Commissitmer  may  accept  the 
late  payment  of  the  balance  of  the  issue 
fee  after  the  three  month  period  as 
thouidi  no  lapse  had  ever  occurred  if 
upon  petition  the  delay  in  payment  is 
shown  to  have  been  unavoidable.  The  pe¬ 
tition  to  accept  the  delayed  payment 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  remaining 
balance  of  the  isSue  fee  specified  in  the 
notice,  uniwM  it  has  been  previously  sub¬ 
mitted,  the  fee  for  delayed  payment,  and 
a  showing  in  the  form  of  an  oath  or  dec¬ 
laration  as  to  the  causes  of  the  delay. 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  November  1,  1975. 

Lutrxlle  F.  Parker, 
Acting  Commissioner  of 
Patents  and  Trademarks. 

Betsy  Ancker-Johnson, 

Assistant  Secretary 
for  Science  and  Technology. 

[F&  Doc.75-25986  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


Title  42— Public  Health 

CHAPTER  I— PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCA¬ 
TION.  AND  WELFARE 

PART  57— GRANTS  FOR  CONSTRUCTION 
OF  HEALTH  RESEARCH  FACILITIES  (IN¬ 
CLUDING  MENTAL  RETARDATION  RE¬ 
SEARCH  FACILITIES,  TEACHING 
FACILITIES,  STUDENT  LOANS.  EDUCA¬ 
TIONAL  IMPROVEMENT  AND  SCHOL¬ 
ARSHIPS 

Special  Health  Career  Opportunity  Grants 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  March  13, 
1975  (40  PR  11733),  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Health,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  proposed  to  amend  Part  57  by 
adding  a'  new  Subpart  S  to  implement 
section  774(b)  of  the  Public  Health  Serv- 
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ice  Act.  That  section  authorizes  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  award  grants  to  public  or  non¬ 
profit  private  health  or  educational  en¬ 
tities  to  assist  in  meeting  the  costs  of 
special  health  career  opportunity  proj¬ 
ects,  as  set  forth  in  the  authorizing  legis¬ 
lation. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  the 
c^portunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  comments 
on  or  before  April  14,  1975,  The  following 
is  a  summary  of  the  comments  received 
and  the  response  to  such  comments: 

(1)  Section  57.1802(h)  (1)  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  (§  57.1802(1)  (1)  of  the 
final  regulations)  includes  as  eligible  for 
support  projects  to  increase  the  enroll¬ 
ment  of  specified  types  of  students  m 
"schools  of  medicine,  dentistry,  osteop¬ 
athy,  opt^etry,  podiatry,  pharmacy, 
veterinary  medicine,  public  health  or 
other  health  training”.  (Emphasis  sup¬ 
plied.)  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
regulations  define  the  terms  “public 
health”  and  “other  health  training”  as  so 
used.  Section  724  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  defines  the  term  “school  of 
public  health”  for  purposes  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  as  a  school  which  provides  train¬ 
ing  leading  to  a  graduate  degree  in  public 
health.  Accordingly,  and  in  response  to 
this  comment,  a  new  §  57.1802(f)  has 
been  added  to  the  regulation,  which  in¬ 
cludes  such  definition  of  “school  of  pub¬ 
lic  health”.  In  the  interest  of  clarity  that 
section  also  includes  the  statutorily  man¬ 
dated  definitions  of  the  other  listed 
health  professions  schools.  The  final  reg¬ 
ulations,  however,  do  not  contain  a  defi¬ 
nition  of  “other  health  training”.  Since 
training  for  supportive  personnel  is  an 
expanding  field  in  which  new  types  of 
health  personnel  are  continually  being 
developed,  it  is  felt  that  a  regulatory  defi¬ 
nition  of  “other  health  training”  would 
be  too  restrictive  at  the  present  time. 

(2)  One  comment  su^ested  that  be¬ 
cause  of  the  shortage  of  health  personnel 
in  many  rural  areas,  the  propos^  regula¬ 
tions  be  revised  to  require  that  “persons 
receiving  financial  assistance"  imder  sec¬ 
tion  774(b)  serve  in  rural  areas  or  repay 
such  assistsmee.  There  is  no  authority  in 
the  statute  for  imposing  a  service  or  re- 
pasunent  obligation  upon  persons  who 
participate  in  supported  projects,  and 
therefore  the  suggested  addition  has  not 
been  made. 

(3)  One  comment  recommended  that 
the  proposed  regulations  be  revised  to 
provide  direct  financial  assistance  to  in¬ 
dividuals  for  trainii^  as  health  person¬ 
nel  in  shortage  areas.  Grants  imder  sec¬ 
tion  774(b)  may  only  be  made,  however, 
to  public  or  nonprofit  private  health  or 
educational  entities  which  win  undertake 
the  projects  there  listed,  and  therefore 
the  suggested  revision  cannot  be  made. 

(4)  One  comment  recommended  that 
schools  of  public  administration  be 
among  the  educational  resources  utUized 
as  health  training  institutions  under 
§  57.1802(1)  (1)  of  the  regulations  (§  57.- 
1802(h)  (1)  of  the  proposed  regulations). 
For  the  reasons  stated  above  (see  com¬ 
ment  1),  a  definition  of  “other  health 
training”  has  not  been  included  in  the 
regulations.  While  schools  of  public  ad¬ 


ministration,  as  educational  entities,  are 
eligible  for  grants  under  this  subpart, 
they  must  propose  projects  which  are 
designed  to  carry  out  the  purposes  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  authorizing  legislation. 
Grants  made  pursuant  to  section  774(b) 
are  not  intended  for  the  support  of  the 
health  training  program  itself,  but  are 
only  to  assist  in  meeting  the  costs  of  proj¬ 
ects  designed  to  identify  and  increase 
admission  and  enrollment  of  certain  in¬ 
dividuals  in  schools  providing  health 
training. 

(5)  One  comment  questioned  the  wis¬ 
dom  of  evaluating  proposed  projects  on, 
among  other  factors,  “.  .  .  the  potential 
of  the  project  to  continue  on  a  self-sus¬ 
taining  basis”,  as  provided  in  §  57.1805 
(a)  (4)  of  the  proposed  regulations  since 
the  individuals  participating  in  projects 
supported  under  section  774(b)  may  be 
financially  or  otherwise  disadvantaged. 
That  provision  of  the  regulations,  how¬ 
ever,  is  concerned  with  the  potential  of 
the  applicant,  i.e.,  the  health  or  educa¬ 
tional  oitlty,  rather  than  the  potential 
of  individuals,  to  continue  the  project 
after  the  period  of  grant  support.  The 
proposed  provision  has  been  revised  in 
order  to  clarify  this  point,  and  it  now  ap¬ 
pears  as  §  57.1805(a)  (5)  of  the  regula¬ 
tions. 

In  addition  to  the  changes  described 
above,  §  57.1804  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions,  “Application”,  has  been  revised  to 
provide  further  information  concerning 
the  contents  of  an  approvable  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  special  health  career  oppor¬ 
tunity  grant.  Section  57.1808  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations,  “Nondiscrimination”, 
has  also  been  revised  to  include  a  provi¬ 
sion  calling  attention  to  the  requirements 
of  section  504  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act 
of  1973,  as  amended,  relating  to  nondis¬ 
crimination  of  the  handicapped. 

Accordingly,  a  new  Subfiart  S  is  added 
to  42  CFR  Part  57  and  is  adopted  as  set 
out  below. 

Effective  date:  These  regulations  are 
effective  September  30,  1975. 

Dated:  August  26,  1975. 

R.  Mottre, 

Assistant  Secretary  far  Health. 
Approved:  September  25, 1975. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary. 

Subpart  S — Special  Health  Career  Opportunity 
Grants 

S6C. 

67.1801  ApplicabiUty. 

57.1802  Definitions. 

57.1803  Eligibility. 

57.1804  Application. 

57.1806  Evaluation  and  grant  awards. 

57.1806  Grant  payments. 

57.1807  Expenditure  of  grant  funds. 

67.1808  Nondiscrimination. 

57.1809  Grantee  accountability. 

57.1810  Publications  and  copyright. 

67.1811.  AppUcability  of  46  CFR  Part  74. 
67.1813  Additional  conditions. 

AirrHCMUTT:  Sec.  215,  68  Stat.  690,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  216) ;  sec.  774(b)  86  Stat. 
446  (42  UE.C.  206f-4(b) ). 

§  57.1801  Applicability. 

The  regulations  of  this  subpart  are 
applicable  to  the  award  of  special  health 
career  opportunity  grants  to  public  or 
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nonprofit  private  health  or  educational 
entities  under  section  774(b)  of  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  295f- 
4(b)). 

§  57.1&02  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  subpart: 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended. 

(b)  “Secretary”  means  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  and 
any  other  officer  or  employee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  to  whom  the  authority  involved  has 
been  delegated. 

(c)  “Council”  means  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Health  Professions 
Education  (established  by  section  725  of 
the  Act) . 

(d)  “Health  or  educational  entity” 
means  an  organization,  agency,  or  com¬ 
bination  thereof,  which  has  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  health  or  educational  programs 
as  one  of  its  major  functions. 

(e)  “Nonprofit”  as  applied  to  any  pri¬ 
vate  entity  means  that  no  part  of  the  net 
earnings  of  such  entity  inures  or  may 
lawfully  inure  to  the  benefit  of  any  pri¬ 
vate  shareholder  or  individual. 

(f)  “School  of  medicine”,  “school  of 
dentistry”,  “school  of  otseopathy”, 
“school  of  pharmacy”,  “school  of  optom¬ 
etry”,  “school  of  podiatry”,  “school  of 
public  health”  mean  a  school  which  pro¬ 
vides  training  leading,  respectively,  to  a 
degree  of  doctor  of  medicine,  a  degree  of 
doctor  of  dentistry  or  an  equivalent  de¬ 
gree,  a  degree  of  doctor  of  osteopathy,  a 
degree  of  bachelor  of  science  in  phar¬ 
macy  or  an  equivalent  degree,  a  degree  of 
doctor  of  optometry  or  an  equivalent  de¬ 
gree,  a  degree  of  doctor  of  podiatry  or  an 
equivalent  degree,  a  degree  of  doctor  of 
veterinary  medicine  or  an  equivalent  de¬ 
gree,  and  a  graduate  degree  in  public 
health,  and  including  adyanced  training 
related  to  such  training  provided  by  any 
such  schooL 

(g)  “Project  period”  means  the  total 
time  for  which  support  for  a  project  has 
been  approved,  as  specified  in  the  grant 
award  document. 

(h)  “Budget  period”  means  the  inter¬ 
val  of  time  into  which  the  approved  ac¬ 
tivity  is  divided  for  budgetary  purposes, 
as  specified  in  the  grant  award  docu¬ 
ment. 

(1)  “Special  health  career  opportu¬ 
nity  grant”  means  a  grant  imder  this 
subpart  to  assist  in  meeting  the  costs  of 
projects  to: 

(1)  establish  or  operate  projects  de¬ 
signed  to  Identify,  and  Increase  admis¬ 
sions  to  and  enrollment  in  schools  of 
medicine,  dentistry,  osteopathy,  optom¬ 
etry,  podiatry,  pharmacy,  veterinary 
medicine,  public  health,  or  other  health 
training  of,  individiials  whose  back¬ 
ground  mid  Interests  make  it  reasonable 
to  assume  that  they  will  engage  In  the 
practice  of  their  health  profession  In 
rural  or  otho:  areas  having  a  severe 
shortage  of  personnel  in  such  health 
professions;  or 

(2)  (1)  Identify  individuals  with  a  po¬ 
tential  for  education  or  training  in  the 
health  professions  (Including  veterans  of 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
with  training  or  experience  in  the  health 
field)  who  due  to  socioeconomic  factors 


are  financially  or  otherwise  disadvan¬ 
taged,  and  encourage  and  assist  them 

(A)  to  enroll  in  a  school  of  medicine, 
dentistry,  osteopathy,  pharmacy,  optom¬ 
etry,  podiatry,  veterinary  medicine, 
public  health,  or  other  health  training;  or 

(B)  if  they  are  not  qualified  to  enroll 
in  such  a  school,  to  undertake  such  post¬ 
secondary  education  or  training  as  may 
be  required  to  qualify  them  to  enroll  in 
such  a  school;  or 

(ii)  pubUcize  existing  sources  of  finan¬ 
cial  aid  available  to  persons  enrolled  in 
any  such  school  or  who  are  undertaking 
training  necessary  to  qualify  them  to  en¬ 
roll  in  any  such  school ;  or  . 

(iii)  establish  such  programs  as  the 
Secretary  determines  will  enhance  and 
facilitate  the  enrollment,  pursuit,  and 
completion  of  study  by  individuals  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  subsection  (2)  (i)  in  schools 
referred  to  in  subsection  (2)  (i)  (A) . 

(ii)  publicize  existing  sources  of  finan¬ 
cial  aid  available  to  persons  enrolled  in 
any  such  school  or  who  are  undertaking 
training  necessary  to  qualify  them  to 
enroll  in  any  such  school;  or 

(iii)  establish  such  programs  as  the 
Secretary  determines  will  enhance  and 
facilitate  the  enrollment,  pursuit,  and 
completion  of  study  by  individuals  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  subsection  (2)  (1)  in  schools 
referred  to  in  subsection  (2)  (1)  (A) . 

§  57,1803  Eligibility. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  grant  under  sec¬ 
tion  774(b)  of  the  Act  the  i4)plicant 
shall: 

(a)  Be  a  public  or  nonprofit  private 
health  or  educational  entity. 

(b)  Be  located  in  any  one  of  the  sev¬ 
eral  states  of  the  United  States,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  the  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands,  the  Canal  Zone,  Guam, 
American  Samoa,  or  the  Trust  Territory 
of  the  Pacific  Islands. 

§  57.1804  Application. 

(a)  Each  eligible  health  or  educa¬ 
tional  entity  desiring  a  special  health 
career  opportunity  grant  shall  submit  an 
application  in  such  form  and  at  such 
time  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe.^ 

(b)  The  application  shall  be  executed 
by  an  individual  authorized  to  act  for  the 
applicant  and  to  assume  on  behalf  of  the 
applicant  the  obligations  imposed  by  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  any  award,  in¬ 
cluding  the  regulations  of  this  subpart. 

(c)  The  application  shall  contain  a 
full  and  adequate  description  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  and  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  applicant  intends  to  conduct 
the  project  and  carry  out  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  subpart,  a  budget  and 
justification  of  the  amount  of  grant 
funds  requested,  and  such  other  perti¬ 
nent  Information  as  the  Secretary  may 
require. 

(d)  To  be  considered  for  approval  un¬ 
der  this  subpart,  an  application  must,  at 
a  minimum,  meet  each  of  the  following 
requirements: 

(1)  Propose  a  project  to  carry  out  one 
or  more  of  the  purposes  specific  in  sec¬ 
tion  774(b)  of  the  Act. 


^  Applications  and  Instructions  may  be  (A- 
talned  from  the  Regional  Health  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Regional  OlBce  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  for 
the  region  in  which  the  applicant  is  located. 


(2)  Set  forth  specific,  measurable  ob¬ 
jectives  for  the  project  that  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  purposes  of  section  774(b) 
of  the  Act. 

(3)  Describe  the  content  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  in  light  of  the  objectives 
set  forth  in  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this 
section. 

(4)  Describe  a  methodology  for  assess¬ 
ing  the  proposed  project  and  the  degree 
to  which  the  defined  objectives  are  met. 

(5)  In  the  case  of  projects  designed  to 
promote  the  purpose  specified  in  section 
774(b)  (1)  of  the  Act,  describe  a  method¬ 
ology  for  identifying  those  individuals 
whose  background  and  intai’ests  make  it 
reasonable  to  assume  that  they  will  en¬ 
gage  in  the  practice  of  their  health  pro¬ 
fession  in  rural  or  other  areas  having  a 
severe  shortage  of  personnel  in  such 
health  professions. 

(6)  In  the  case  of  projects  designed  to 
promote  the  purpose  specified  in  section 
774(b)  (1)  of  the  Act,  describe  the  man¬ 
ner  ^  which  the  proposed  project  will 
increase  admissions  to  and  enrollment  in 
schools  of  medicine,  d^tlstry,  osteop¬ 
athy,  optometry,  podlatar,  pharmacy, 
veterinary  medicine,  public  health,  or 
other  health  training  of  individuals  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  paragraph  (d)(5)  of  this 
section. 

(7)  In  the  case  of  projects  designed 
to  promote  one  or  more  of  the  purposes 
specified  in  section  774(b)  (2)  of  the  Act, 
describe  a  methodology  for  Identifying 
those  individuals  with  a  potential  for 
education  or  training  in  the  health  pro¬ 
fessions  (including  veterans  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  with  train¬ 
ing  or  experience  in  the  health  field) 
who  due  to  socioeconomic  factors  are 
financially  or  otherwise  disadvantaged. 

(8)  In  the  case  of  projects  designed  to 
promote  one  or  more  of  the  purposes 
specified  in  section  774(b)  (2)  of  the  Act, 
describe  the  manner  in  which  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  will  encourage  and  assist 
individuals  referred  to  in  paragraph  (d) 
(7)  of  this  section  (i)  to  enroll  in  a  school 
of  medicine,  dentistry,  osteopathy,  phar¬ 
macy.  optometry,  podiatry,  veterinary 
medicine,  public  health,  or  other  health 
training;  or  (ii)  if  they  are  not  qualified 
to  enroll  in  such  a  school,  to  imdertake 
such  postsecondary  education  or  train¬ 
ing  as  may  be  required  to  qualify  them 
to  enroll  In^ch  a  school. 

(9)  Estimate  the  number  of  individuals 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (d)  (5)  or  para- 
graidi  (d)  (7)  of  this  section,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  to  be  aided  by  the  proposed 
project. 

(10)  Provide  evidence  satisfactory  to 
the  Secretary  that  the  applicant  will  have 
available  adequate  staff,  facility  and 
equipment  resources  for  the  conduct  of 
the  proposed  project. 

§  57.1805  Evaluation  and  grant  awards. 

(a)  Within  the  limits  of  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  such  pturpose,  the  Secretary, 
after  constUtation  with  the  Council,  may 
award  grants  to  those  applicants  whose 
projects  wUl  in  his  judgment  best 
promote  the  purposes  of  section  774(b) 
of  the  Act,  taking  into  consideratlcm: 

(1)  The  potential  effectiveness  of  the 
proposed  project  In  carrying  out  such 
purposes; 
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(2)  The  number  and  types  of  indi¬ 
viduals  who  can  be  expected  to  benefit 
from  the  project; 

(3)  The  administrative  and  manage¬ 
rial  ability  of  the  applicant  to  carry  out 
the  project  successfully; 

(4)  The  soundness  of  the  fiscal  plan 
for  assuring  effective  utilization  of  grant 
funds;  and 

(5)  The  potential  of  the  project,  after 
the  period  of  grant  support,  to  continue 
to  meet  the  purposes  of  section  774(b) 
through  other  financial  resources. 

(b)  The  amount  of  any  award  under 
this  subpart  will  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  on  the  basis  of  his  estimate  of 
the  sum  necessary  for  all  or  a  designated 
portion  of  the  direct  costs  of  the  project 
plus  an  additional  amount  for  indirect 
costs,  if  any,  which  will  be  calculated  by 
the  Secretary  either  (1)  on  the  basis  of 
his  estimate  of  the  actual  indirect  costs 
reasonably  related  to  the  project,  or  (2) 
on  the  basis  of  a  percentage  of  all  or  a 
portion  of,  the  estimated  direct  costs  of 
the  project  when  there  are  reasonable  as¬ 
surances  that  the  use  of  such  percentage 
will  not  exceed  the  approximate  actual 
indirect  costs.  Such  award  may  include 
an  estimated  provisional  amoimt  for  in¬ 
direct  costs  or  for  designated  direct  costs 
(such  as  fringe  benefit  rates)  subject  to 
upward  (within  the  limits  of  available 
funds)  as  well  as  downward  adjustments 
to  actual  costs  when  the  amount  prop¬ 
erly  expended  by  the  grantee  for  pro¬ 
visional  items  has  been  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

(c)  All  grant  awards  shall  be  in  writ¬ 
ing,  and  shall  set  forth  the  amount  of 
funds  granted  and  the  period  for  which 
such  funds  will  be  available  for  obliga- 
ti(m  by  the  grantee. 

?  (d)  Neither  the  approval  of  any  proj¬ 

ect  nor  the  award  of  any  grant  shall 
commit  or  obligate  the  United  States  in 
any  way  to  make  any  additional,  supple¬ 
mental,  continuation,  or  other  award 
with  respect  to  any  approved  project  or 
portion  thereof.  For  continuation  sup¬ 
port,  grantees  must  make  separate  ap¬ 
plication  at  such  times  and  in  such  form 
as  the  Secretary  may  dictate. 

S  57.1806  Grant  payments. 

The  Secretary  shall  from  time  to  time 
make  payments  to  a  grantee  of  all  or  a 
pcartlon  of  any  grant  award,  either  in  ad¬ 
vance  or  by  way  of  reimbursement  for 
expenses  Incurred  or  to  be  incurred  in 
the  performance  of  a  project,  to  the 
extent  he  determines  such  payments 
necessary  to  promote  prompt  initiation 
and  advancement  of  the  approved 
project. 

S  57.1807  Expenditure  of  grant  funds. 

(a)  Any  funds  granted  pursuant  to 
this  subpart  shall  be  expended  solely  for 
carrying  out  the  approved  project  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  774(b)  of  the  Act, 
the  regidatkms  of  this  subpart,  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  award  and  the  ap¬ 
plicable  cost  principles  prescribed  by 
Sul^art  Q  of  45  CFR  Part  74. 

(b)  Any  unobligated  grant  funds  re¬ 
maining  in  the  grant  account  at  the 
close  of  a  budget  period  may  be  carried 
forward  and  be  available  for  obligation 
during  subsequent  budget  p«dods  of  the 
project  period.  The  amount  of  a  subse- 
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quent  award  will  take  into  consideration 
the  amount  remaining  in  the  grant  ac¬ 
count.  At  the  end  of  the  last  budget 
period  of  the  project  period,  any  unob¬ 
ligated  grant  funds  remaining  in  the 
grant  account  must  be  refunded  to  the 
Federal  Clovemment. 

§  57.1808  Nondiscrimination. 

(a)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  799A  of  the  Act  and  45 
CFR  Part  83  which  together  provide  that 
the  Secretary  may  not  make  a  grant,  loan 
guarantee,  or  interest  subsidy  payment 
imder  Title  vn  of  the  Act  to,  or  for  the 
benefit  of,  any  entity  unless  he  receives 
satisfactory  assurances  that  the  entity 
will  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  sex 
in  the  admission  of  individuals  .to  its 
training  programs. 

(b)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act 
of  1964  (78  Stat.  252,  42  U.S.C.  2000d  et 
seq.),  and  in  particular  to  section  601  of 
such  Act  which  provides  that  no  person  in 
the  United  States  shall,  on  the  grounds 
of  race,  color,  or  national  origin,  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  participation  in,  be  denied 
the  benefits  of,  or  be  subjected  to  dis¬ 
crimination  imder  any  program  or  ac¬ 
tivity  receiving  Federal  financial  assist¬ 
ance.  A  regulation  implementing  such 
Title  VI,  which  is  applicable  to  grants 
made  under  this  subpart,  has  been  issued 
by  the  Secretary  with  the  approval  of 
the  President  (45  CFR  Part  80) . 

(c)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Title  IX  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972  and  in  particular 
to  section  901  of  such  Act  which  provides 
that  no  p«:son  in  the  United  States  shall, 
on  the  basis  of  sex,  be  excluded  from 
participation  in,  be  denied  the  bene¬ 
fits  of,  or  be  subjected  to  discrimination 
under  any  education  program  or  activity 
receiving  Federal  financial  assistance. 

(d)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  504  of  the  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Act  of  1973,  as  amended,  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  otherwise  qualified  handi¬ 
capped  individual  in  the  United  States 
shall  solely  by  reason  of  his  handicap,  be 
excluded  from  participation  in,  be  denied 
the  benefits  of,  or  be  subject^  to  dis- 
criminatitm  under  any  program  or 
activity  receiving  Federal  financial 
assistonce. 

(d)  Grant  funds  used  for  alteration 
or  renovation  shall  be  subject  to  the  con¬ 
dition  that  the  grantee  sh£dl  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
11246,  30  FR  12319  (Sept.  24,  1965)  as 
amended,  and  with  the  applicable  rules, 
regulations,  and  procedures  prescribed 
pursuant  thereto. 

§  57.1809  Grantee  accountability. 

(a)  Accounting  for  grant  atoard  pay¬ 
ments.  All  pairments  made  by  tiie  Srcre- 
tary  shall  be  recorded  by  the  grantee  in 
accoimting  records  separate  from  the 
records  of  all  other  funds,  including 
funds  derived  from  other  grant  awards. 
With  respect  to  each  approved  project 
the  grantee  shall  account  for  the  sum 
total  of  all  amounts  paid  by  presenting 
or  otherwise  making  available  evidence 
satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  expendi¬ 
tures  for  costs  meeting  the  require- 
mmts  of  this  sulH)art;  Provided,  That 


when  the  amount  awarded  for  indirect 
costs  was  based  on  a  predetermined  fixed 
percentage  of  estimated  direct  costs,  the 
amount  allowed  for  indirect  costs  shall 
be  computed  on  the  basis  of  such  pre¬ 
determined  fixed-percentage  rates  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  total  or  selected  elements  of 
the  reimbursable  direct  costs  incurred. 

(b)  Accounting  for  royalties.  Royalties 
received  by  grant^  from  copyrights  on 
publications  or  other  works  developed 
under  the  grant,  or  from  patents  or  in¬ 
ventions  conceived  or  first  actually  re¬ 
duced  to  practice  in  the  comse  of  or 
under  such  grant  shall  be  accounted  for 
as  follows: 

(1)  State  and  local  governments. 
Where  the  grantee  is  a  State  or  local 
government  as  those  terms  are  defined 
in  45  CFR  74.3,  royalties  shall  be  ac¬ 
counted  for  as  provided  in  45  CFR  74.44. 

(2)  Grarvtees  other  than  State  and 
local  governments.  Where  the  grantee 
is  not  a  State  or  local  government  as  so 
defined,  royalties  shall  be  accounted  for 
as  follows; 

<i)  Patent  royalties,  whether  received 
during  or  after  the  grant  period,  shall 
be  governed  by  agreements  between  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
and  the  grantee,  pursuant  to  the  De¬ 
partment’s  patent  regulations  (45  CFR 
Parts  6  and  8). 

(ii)  Copyright  royalties,  whether  re¬ 
ceived  during  or  after  the  grant  period, 
shall  first  be  used  to  reduce  the  Federal 
share  of  the  grant  to  cover  the  costs  of 
publishing  or  producing  the  materials, 
and  any  royalties  in  excess  of  the  costs 
of  publishing  or  producing  the  materials 
shall  be  distributed  in  accordance  with 
Chapter  1-420,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Grants  Admin¬ 
istration  Manual.* 

(c)  Grant  closeout. — (1)  Date  of  final 
accounting.  A  grantee  shall  render,  with 
respect  to  each  approved  project,  a  full 
account,  as  provided  herein,  as  of  date 
of  the  termination  of  grant  support.  The 
Secretary  may  require  other  special  and 
periodic  accounting. 

(2)  Final  settlement.  There  shall  be 
payable  to  the  Federal  Government  as 
final  settlement  with  respect  to  each  ap¬ 
proved  project  the  total  sum  of  (i)  any 
amount  not  accoimted  for  pursuant  to 
pars^aphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section; 
and  (ii)  any  other  amounts  due  pursuant 
to  Subparts  F,  M,  and  O  of  45  (3fr  Part 
74.  Such  total  sum  shall  constitute  a  debt 
owed  by  the  grantee  to  tiie  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  shall  be  recovered  from  the 
grantee  or  its  successor  or  assigns  by  set¬ 
off  or  other  action  as  provided  by  law. 

§  57.1810  PuUicationfi  and  copyright. 

(a)  Staie  and  local  governments. 
Where  the  grantee  is  a  State  or  local 
government  as  those  terms  are  defined 
in  45  CFR  74.3,  the  Department  of 


*The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Orants  Adndnlstration  Manual 
is  available  for  public  lnq>ectlon  and  copy¬ 
ing  at  the  Department’s  and  Regional  Offices’ 
Informatkin  coitns  listed  In  46  CFR  6.31  and 
may  be  purchased  from  the  Ebiperlntendent 
of  Documents,  XJJB.  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washlng^n,  D.C.  20402. 
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Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  copy- 
right  requirement  set  forth  in  45  CFR 
74.140  shall  apply  with  respect  to  any 
bo<^  or  other  copsrrightable  materials 
developed  or  resulting  from  a  project  sup¬ 
ported  by  a  grant  under  this  subpart. 

(b)  Grantees  other  than  State  and 
local  governments.  Where  the  grantee  is 
not  a  State  or  local  government,  as  so 
defined,  except  as  may  otherwise  be  pro¬ 
vided  imder  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  award,  the  grantee  may  copyright 
without  prior  approval  any  publications, 
films,  or  similar  materials  developed  or 
resulting  frcrni  a  project  supported  by  a 
grant  under  this  subpart,  subject  to  a 
royalty-free,  nonexclusive,  and  irrevoca¬ 
ble  license  or  right  in  the  Government  to 
reproduce,  translate,  publish,  use,  dis¬ 
seminate  ■and  dispose  of  such  materials, 
and  to  authorize  others  to  do  so. 

§  57.1811  Applicability  of  45  CFR  Part 
74. 

The  provisions  of  45  CFR  Part  74, 
establishing  uniform  administrative  re- 
qulr^ents  and  cost  principles  shall 
apply  to  all  grants  under  this  subpart  to 
State  and  local  governments  as  those 
terms  are  d^ned  in  Subpart  A  of  Part  74. 
The  relevant  provisions  of  the  following 
subparts  of  Part  74  shall  also  apply  to 
all  other  grantee  organizations  imder  this 
subpart:  • 

SXTBPABT 

A  General. 

B  Cash  Depositories. 

C  Bonding  and  Insurance. 

D  Itotentlon  and  Ciistodlal  Requirements  for 
'■  Records. 

F  Grant-Related  Income. 

K  Grant  Payment  Requirements. 

L  Budget  Revision  Procedures. 

M  Grant  Closeout,  Sxispension,  and  Termina¬ 
tion. 

O  Property. 

Q  Cost  Principles. 

§  57.1812  Additional  conditions. 

The  Secretary  may  with  respect  to  any 
grant  award  impose  additional  condi¬ 
tions  prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  any  award 
when  in  his  judgment  such  conditions  are 
necessary  to  assure  or  protect  advance¬ 
ment  of  the  approved  project,  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  public  health,  or  the  conserva¬ 
tion  of  grant  funds.  ^ 

[FR  Doc.75-26108  PUed  9-2^75:8:46  am] 

Title  43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 

CHAPTER  II— BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGE¬ 
MENT,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
APPENDIX— PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  5540;  Arizona  029895] 

ARIZONA 


Oiu  AND  Salt  Rivn  Msrioun 
*1*  0  S  It  23  T77 

sec.  32,’e%NE%NEV4.  SW%NEV4NE%,  Ni/a 
SEV4NW«ANE%.  NW%NWV4NE^,  NVi 
SW%NW%NBV4.  N%SWy4NE%,  NV7V4 
SE^NE»A,  EV4NWV4.  SWV4.  S»ANW^ 
SE>4,  N1ASWV4SEV4,  SE^SWViSEVi. 
SEV4SE^. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  410  acres  in 
Yuma  County. 

2.  Of  the  lands  described  above  the 
following  will  not  be  subject  to  use  or 
disposition  under  the  public  land  laws 
as  consummation  of  this  revocation  will 
vest  title  in  the  State  of  Arizona  by  virtue 
of  the  Act  of  June  20,  1910  (36  Stat. 
572) :  • 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian 
7  9  S  R  23  W. 

Sec.’  32,  EVaNWiA,  SWiA,  Sy2NWV4SEV4. 
NVaSWiASEiA. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  280  acres. 

The  remaining  lands  have  been  con¬ 
veyed  out  of  Federal  ownership  and  are 
not  subject  to  use  or  disposition  imder 
the  public  land  laws. 

Dated:  September  23,  1975. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.75-26096  Piled  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


[Public  Land  Order  6541:  ES-16449] 

FLORIDA 

Modification  of  National  Forests 
Boundaries 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  24  of  the  Act  of 
March  3, 1891,  as  amended,  16  U.S.C.  471 
(1970),  and  the  Act  of  Jime  4,  1897,  16 
U.S.C.  473,  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR 
4831),  the  following  described  national 
forests  boundaries  are  modified  as  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture: 

Tallahassee  Meridian 

APALACHICOLA  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Lands  to  be  added 
T.  1  S.,  R.  3  W., 

sec.  18,  that  part  lying  north  of  Florida 
Highway  20. 

T.  3  S.,  R.  1  W., 

sec.  19,  that  part  of  Forest  Service  TTact 
W-92  lying  east  of  Florida  Highway  10. 
T.  4  S.,  R.  9  W.. 

sec.  12,  that  part  of  the  vry^  lying  east 
of  the  J.  W.  Reynolds  line. 

Lands  to  be  eliminated 

T.  1  S.,  R.  1  W., 
sec.  16,  N>4; 
sec.  16,  NVa. 


r.  17  S.,  R.  27  B., 
sec.  28,  MEV4SE%. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  29  E., 

sec.  38,  that  part  described  In  Official  Rec¬ 
ords  Book  418,  page  860,  Lake  County. 

Lands  to  be  eliminated 
T.  17S.,R.  27  E., 

sec.  19,  irw^iNE^NE^i,  WV4NEV4NEV4 
NE^^: 

sec.  80,  E<^El^SEV4NE^: 
sec.  33,  Ni/aSEV4,  SW^SE^,  NEV4SWV4. 
NE»ANEV4,  NE»^NWV4. 

T.  17  S..  R.  29  E., 
sec.  25,  lot  9. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
September  23, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.76-26096  Piled  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


[Public  Land  Order  5642:  Oregon  012693] 

OREGON 

Amendment  of  Public  Land  Order  No.  5490 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26, 1952  (17  F.R. 
4831) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

Public  Land  Order  No.  5490  of  Febru¬ 
ary  12, 1975,  which  appeared  in  the  Feb¬ 
ruary  20,  1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  at  page  7450',  is  hereby  amended  to 
add  to  the  “exceptions'*  contained  in 
paragraph  1  of  the  subject  public  land 
order  the  following:  Exchanges  under 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act,  Public 
Law  90-542  (82  Stat.  906) ,  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Trails  System  Act,  Public  Law 
90-543  (82  Stat.  919). 

September  23,  1975. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.75-26097  PUed  9-29-75:8:46  am] 

Title  43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  18— RECREATION  FEES 

Recreation  Use  Fees  for  Rental  of  Hunting 
Blinds 

On  August  15,  1975,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  I^gister  (40  FR 
34368)  a  notice  of  proposed  amendment 
to  43  CFR  18.9,  which  sets  forth  a  sched¬ 
ule  of  recreati<xi  use  fees  to  be  collected 
by  outdoor  recreation  administering,  bu¬ 
reaus  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
to  authorize  thc^  bureaus  to  select  a  fee 
fm:  the  r^tal  of  hunting  blinds  up  to 
$10  per  blind  per  day  or  a  fraction 
thereof.  The  public  was  afforded  a  30- 
day  comment  period. 


Partial  Revocation  of  Reclamation 
Withdrawals 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  Jxme  17,  1902, 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  43  U.S.C. 
416  (1970) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  departmental  orders  of  July  2, 
1902,  Septmber  30,  1904,  and  March  14, 
1929,  and  any  other  order  or  orders 
which  withdrew  lands  for  reclamatl(»i 
piuposes,  are  hereby  reveled  so  far  as 
they  affect  the  following  described  lands: 


OCALA  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Lands  to  be  added 
T.  17  S.,  R.  26  E., 

sec.  28,  that  part  of  the  NEV4NEV4  lying 
south  of  Florida  Highway  42; 
sec.  36,  that  part  of  the  W^NWV4NEV4 
lying  south  of  Florida  Highway  42. 


c)  Schedule  of  Recreation  Use  Fees:  •  • 
Rental  of  himtlng  blinds _  Up  to  $10 


No  comments  were  received.  There¬ 
fore,  §  18.9(c)  of  Title  43  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  18.9  Establishment  of  recreation  use 
fees. 


blind  per  day  or  fraction  thereof. 


*  •  •  *  *  migratory  waterfowl  hunting  seasons  cm 


The  Department  of  the  Interior  has  October  1, 1975,  constitutes  “good  cause" 
determined  that  the  beginning  of  the  under  5  U.S.C.  9  553(d)(3)  (1970)  to 
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warrant  the  expeditious  adoption  of  this 
amendment  In  order  to.  pe^t  the  or¬ 
derly  and  efficient  administratltm  of 
hunting  activities  on  those  national 
wildlife  refuges  where  migratory  water- 
fowl  himting  is  permitted.  Accordingly, 
the  effective  date  of  this  amendment  is 
September  30, 1975. 

Douglas  P.  Whusleh, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
I  Fish  and  Wildlife  and  Parks. 

September  29,  1975. 

[FB  Doc.76-26299  Plied  9-29-75;  10 : 19  am] 

Title  45— Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  X— COMMUNITY  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  1076— ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMS 

Composition  and  Selection  of  CDC  Boards 
of  Directors 


governing  policy  for  CDC  boards  la  there¬ 
fore  that  they  be  composed  primarily  of 
low-income  residents  or  their  represent¬ 
atives,  chosen  through  a  direct  m:  in¬ 
direct  election  process  to  assure  their 
legitimacy  as  spokesman  for  the  target 
area  residents,  with  additional  represen¬ 
tation  from  local  businesses  and  finan¬ 
cial  institutions  to  strengthen  the  board’s 
technical  skills  and  involvement  with  the 
larger  community. 

(b)  S  1076.10-3  provides  the  specific  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  composition  of  CDC 
boards.  §J076.10-3  outlines  the  repre¬ 
sentation  requirements  for  the  two  basic 
categories  of  board  members.  §  1076.10-4 
provides  the  specific  requirements  for 
selecting  board  members,  including  a 
discussion  of  the  two  different  meth¬ 
ods — direct  and  indirect — for  electing 
representatives  of  target  area  residents. 

§  1076.10—3  Composition  of  CDC 
Boards. 


The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidelines  for  the  size,  residency 
and  representation  requirements,  and 
selection  procedures  for  the  governing 
bodies  (b<^ds  of  directors)  of  cmnmu- 
nity  development  corporations  (CDCs). 
These  guidtiines,  except  as  noted,  are 
fairbf  flesdble,  permitting  CDCs  con¬ 
siderable  leeway  to  structure  their  boards 
of  directco's  in  accordance  with  local 
needs  and  conditions.  This  subpart  there¬ 
fore  provides  an  overall  operating  policy 
for  CDCs  to  follow  in  establishing  their 
boards,  together  with  certain  minimum 
requironents  which  aU  CDCs  must  meet. 

All  CDCs  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
review  this  policy  statement  and  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments,  many  of  which  have  been 
incorporated  into  this  final  version 
printed  herein.  However,  CSA  welcomes 
additional  comments  which  should  be  re¬ 
ceived  at  CSA  by  (30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion).  Please  address  all  comments  to: 
Mr.  Louis  Ramirez,  Associate  Director, 
Office  of  Economic  Development,  Com¬ 
munity  Services  Administration,  1200- 
19th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

10T8.10-1  Applicability. 

1076.10- 2  Policy. 

1076.10- 3  OompoBltion  of  CDC  Boards. 

1076.10- 4  Selection  of  CDC  Board  Members. 

1076.10- 6  Compliance  Procedures  and 

Waivers. 

(Sec.  602,  78  Stat.  630;  42  UA.C.  2942.) . 

EJfeetioe  date:  Hie  provisions  of  this 
subpart  are  effective  October  30,  1975. 

Bert  A.  Gallegos, 
Director. 

§  1076.10-1  Applicability. 

This  subpart  applies  to  all  community 
dev^pment  corporations  (CDC^s)  fi¬ 
nancially  assisted  by  CSA  under  Sections 
712  and  747  of  the  Community  Services 
Act  of  1974,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1076.10-5. 

§  1076.10-2  Policy. 

(a)  It  Is  the  clear  intent  of  Title  vn 
that  CDCs  be  self-help  organizations 
controlled  by  and  responsible  to  low-in¬ 
come  residents.  It  is  also  the  intent  of 
Title  vn  that  CDCs  moWlize  othw  cwn- 
monlty  resources  and  carry  out  their 
self-help  efforts  in  partnership  with  the 
business  fiTomctai  community.  The 


(a)  Size  of  Board.  CDCs  are  free  to 
determine  the  size  of  their  boards  of  di¬ 
rectors.  In  doing  so,  CDCs  must  strike  a 
balance  between  various,  sometimes  con¬ 
flicting,  considerations.  On  the  one  hand, 
they  must  be  of  a  sufficient  size  as  to 
provide  adequate  representation  to  both 
the  target  area  residents  and  the  busi¬ 
ness  community  (see  paragraph  (c)  be¬ 
low),  to  permit  the  formation  of  work¬ 
ing  cranmittees  without  requiring  the 
same  individuals  to  serve  on  more  than 
one  or  two,  and  to  insure  that  even  a 
minimum  quorum  is  still  large  enough  to 
represent  the  community  and  legiti¬ 
mately  reach  basic  policy  and  program 
decisions.  On  the  other  hand,  the  board 
must  be  small  enough  to  pen^t  business 
to  be  conducted  in  an  efficient  and  ex¬ 
peditious  way.  It  has  been  the  experience 
of  OED  that  the  ideal  size  for  a  CDC 
board  is  between  15  and  30  members. 
Generally,  anything  larger  tends  to  be¬ 
come  unwieldly,  while  anything  smaller 
overtaxes  the  capacity  of  individual 
members  and  limits  the  board’s  repre¬ 
sentativeness.  Where  a  <5DC  chooses  to 
have  a  board  larger  than  30  or  smaller 
than  15  members,  it  shall  explain  its 
choice  to  OED. 

(b)  Residency  Requirements.  (1) 
Members  of  CDC  boards  of  directors 
should  be  residents  of  the  specittl  impact 
area,  except  in  those  instances  where  it 
is  necessary  to  choose  non-residents  to 
insure  effective  representation  of  the 
business  and  financial  community.  In  al¬ 
most  all  rural  CTXls  (with  the  possible 
exception  of  Indian  reservations)  where 
the  special  impact  area  is  a  sizable  land 
mass  including  middle  class  and  afSuent 
residential  areas  as  well  as  high  levels 
of  low-income  population,  there  will  sel¬ 
dom  be  a  need  to  have  non-residents  on 
the  board  even  to  represent  the  business 
sector.  In  urban  CDCs,  where  the  special 
impact  area  is  usually  a  low-inc<Hne 
neighborhood  of  a  large  city,  effective 
spokesmen  for  the  business  and  financial 
community  may  not  reside  within  the 
special  Impsuit  area,  even  if  their  busi¬ 
nesses  or  financial  institutions  are  lo¬ 
cated  there.  In  most  urban  CDCs  it  win 
be  necessary  to  reach  out  to  the  larger 
community  to  find  adequate  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  business  sector. 


(2)  Nevertheless,  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  below,  representatives  of  the 
special  impact  area  residents  must  al¬ 
ways  c<m^tute  a  ccrntroUing  interest  on 
the  CDC  board.  Accordingly,  even  in  a 
CDC  where  every  representative  of  the 
business  and  financial  community  is  a 
non-resident,  a  clear  majority  of  the 
board  members  will  be  residents  of  the 
area  served. 

(c)  Representation  Requirements. 
There  are  two  categories  of  members  on 
CDC  boards  of  directors:  representatives 
of  the  low-income  community  to  be 
served  and  representatives  of  the  busi¬ 
ness,  financial,  and  general  community. 

(1)  Low-Income  Community. 

(i)  In  order  to  comply  with  the  policy 
requirements  that  CDCs  be  responsive  to 
the  low-inc(»ne  residents  of  the  special 
impact  area,  representatives  of  the  low- 
income  community  must  have  a  control¬ 
ling  interest  on  any  CDC  board  of  direc¬ 
tors.  This  means  that  at  a  minimum 
representatives  of  the  low-income  com¬ 
munity  shall  hold  more  than  half  of 
the  seats  on  the  board  of  directors.  OED 
experience  has  indicated  that  an  even 
larger  proportion,  generally  around  two- 
thirds,  is  preferable,  since  a  bare  major¬ 
ity  is  often  not  enough,  given  the  relative 
inexperience  of  spme  community  repre¬ 
sentatives,  for  representatives  of  the 
low-income  community  .to  maintain 
effective  control. 

(ii)  Often,  the  total  size  of  the  board 
will  determine  the  proportion  of  com¬ 
munity  representatives.  The  smaller  the 
board,  the  greater  the  likelihood  that 
community  representatives  wiU  con¬ 
stitute  less  than  the  preferable  two- 
thirds,  so  that  a  sufficient  number  of 
business  sector  representatives  may  be 
included  on  the  board.  On  the  other 
hand,  on  a  larger  board  of,  for  example, 
25  members,  there  is  no  reason  why  com¬ 
munity  represoitatives  could  not  con¬ 
stitute  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  board 
and  still  allow  sufficient  seats  for  effec¬ 
tive  representation  of  the  business  sec¬ 
tor. 

(iii)  Representatives  of  the  low-income 
community  need  not  themselves  be  low- 
income,  provided  they  have  been  selected 
in  a  democratic  fashion  In  accordance 
with  §  1076.10-4.  If  appropriate  selec¬ 
tion  proceduAs  have  been  followed,  how¬ 
ever,  it  would  normally  be  anticipated 
that  many  of  the  representatives  of  the 
low-income  community  will  themselves 
be  low-income.  H  only  a  small  proportion 
of  the  community  representatives  are 
themselves  low-income  the  CDC  must 
demonstrate  why  this  is  not  an  indication 
of  inadequate  representation  of  the  com¬ 
munity  to  be  served. 

(2)  Business  and  Financial  Com¬ 
munity. 

(i)  The  purpose  of  this  category  of 
board  membership  is  twofold:  to  bring 
to  the  board  individuals  with  specialized 
and  experience  which  are  crucial  if 
the  board  is  to  be  able  to  effectively  make 
policy  on  business  and  community  de¬ 
velopment  programs;  and  to  provide 
effective  bridges  between  the  CDC  and 
other  private  financial  and  leadership 
resources  in  the  larger  community.  While 
such  representatives  must  be  willing  to 
make  a  personal  ecunmitment  to  the  CDC 
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program  and  its  basic  objectives,  their 
selection  to  the  board  may  not  be  based 
primarily  on  their  prior  interest  and  in¬ 
volvement  in  the  problems  of  the  low-in¬ 
come  community,  but  rather  on  their 
technical  expertise  and  institutional  con¬ 
tacts. 

(ii)  This  category  of  board  members 
normally  includes  businesspeople,  ac- 
coimtants,  officials  of  banks  and  other 
financial  Institutions,  management  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  local  industrial  firms,  at¬ 
torneys,  and  others  exhibiting  a  positive 
interest  in  the  Special  Impact  Program 
and  the  concept  of  community  controlled 
economic  development.  This  category 
might  also  Include  Individuals  who  are 
not  technically  businesspeople  but  who 
hold  leadership  positions  of  prominence 
in  the  community,  including  public 
elected  officials  or  their  representatives, 
and  directors  or  senior  officials  of  public 
agencies  or  of  related  private  non-profit 
agencies  (e.g.  local  housing  agencies, 
community  action  agencies,  employment 
services,  foxmdatlons,  etc.) . 

(iii)  To  the  extent  the  duly  selected 
representatives  of  the  low-income  com¬ 
munity  may  possess  some  of  these  skills, 
the  effectiveness  of  the  entire  board  will 
be  improved.  However,  it  is  highly  un¬ 
likely  the  community  representatives  will 
themselves  bring  to  the  board  the  total 
range  and  depth  of  business  and  leader¬ 
ship  expertise  needed  to  carry  out  an  ef¬ 
fective  CDC  program.  Representatives  of 
the  business  and  financial  community 
must  be  selected  specifically  because  of 
their  specialized  skills. 

§  H)76.10— 4  Selection  of  CDC  Board 

Members. 

Because  of  the  different  purposes  of 
the  two  categories  of  board  membership, 
the  selection  process  for  each  must  neces¬ 
sarily  be  different. 

(a)  Low-Income  Community. 

(1)  Two  methods  of  selecting  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  low-income  community 
are  generally  used  by  CDCs  and  are  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  OED;  direct  election  by  the 
members  (if  the  CDC  is  a  non-profit  cor¬ 
poration)  or  stockholders  (if  the  CDC  is 
a  for-profit  corporation)  of  the  CDC;  or 
indirect  election  by  constituent  commu¬ 
nity  organizations  within  the  special  im¬ 
pact  area  which  themselves  use  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  democratic  selection  process. 
Often  a  mix  of  the  two  methods  is  used, 
with  some,  or  most,  commxmlty  repre¬ 
sentatives  chosen  by  direct  election,  and 
others  by  indirect  election.  While  both 
methods  are  acceptable  to  OED,  the  di¬ 
rect  election  method  is  preferable.  Even 
where  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  indi¬ 
rect  election  method  is  justified,  it  is  pre¬ 
ferred  that  a  mix  of  the  two  methods  be 
used  so  that  at  least  some  representatives 
are  elected  directly. 

(2)  The  selection  method  used  will  de¬ 
pend  primarily  on  whether  or  not  the 
CDC  has  a  broad  membership  base. 
Where  the  CDC  has  a  large  membership 
the  direct  election  method  is  normally 
used.  Where  the  CDC  does  not  have  a 
large  menffiership  the  indirect  method  is 
often  the  only  alternative.  A  broad  well- 


informed,  and  active  membership  base  is 
an  important  ingredient  in  building  an 
effective  and  responsive  CDC.  Such  a 
membership  base — lurovided  it  is  truly 
representative  of  the  low-income  resi¬ 
dents  and  not  only  of  one  segment  or 
faction — is  concrete  evidence  of  the 
CDC’s  leidtimacy  and  support  in  the 
community  to  be  served.  A  broad-based 
membership  also  hdps  to  define  who  the 
program’s  beneficiaries  are.  Moreover,  it 
is  a  way  to  Insure  that  the  CDC  does  not 
become  an  expression  of  a  small  group 
of  sdf-appointed  spc^esmoi,  however 
well  intentioned  they  might  be. 

(3)  On  the  other  hand,  there  may  be 
circumstances  where  it  would  not  be 
feasible  to  establish  a  broad-based  mem¬ 
bership,  particularly  in  a  large  and  di¬ 
verse  community  where  it  would  be  hard 
to  determine  basic  eligibility  for  mem¬ 
bership.  In  such  cases,  where  there  are 
other  well-established  organizations 
which  are  clearly  legitimate  and  effective 
spokesmen  for  the  low-income  residents, 
and  which  themselves  have  broad-based 
memberships,  it  may  be  preferable  to 
have  such  organizations  in  turn  select 
representatives  to  the  CDC  board.  The 
burden  is  on  the  C:DC,  however,  to 
demonstrate  to  OED  why  a  direct  mem¬ 
bership  base  is  not  practical  or  advan¬ 
tageous  and  why  the  indirect  election 
method  would  more  effectively  meet  the 
community  representation  objectives  of 
the  Special  Impact  Program. 

(4)  Where  the  direct  election  method 
iS  used,  the  representatives  of  the  low- 
income  community  may  be  elected  by  the 
CDC  member^p  at  an  annual  meeting 
or  at  a  series  of  area  meetings  of  mem¬ 
bers,  preceded  by  some  acceptably  demo¬ 
cratic  nomination  procedure.  The  actual 
procedure  should  be  one  that  is  adapted 
to  the  specific  CDC.  It  should  be  spelled 
out  in  the  CDC’s  by-laws.  All  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  low-income  community  may 
be  elected  at  large.  However,  mmiy  CDC^s, 
particularly  rural  CDCs  serving  multi¬ 
county  target  areas,  prefer  to  divide 
their  community  representative  board 
seats  on  an  area  basis  (for  example,  in  a 
six-county  program,  to  apportion  two 
seats  to  each  coimty) ,  with  the  members 
from  each  area  electing  their  own  rep¬ 
resentatives.  In  some  instances,  a  com¬ 
bination  of  these  methods  is  used  with 
smne  representatives  elected  on  an  area 
basis  and  some  on  an  at-large  basis  (or 
some  by  indirect  election) . 

(5)  '\^ere  the  Indirect  election  method 
is  used,  the  CDC  must  first  Identify  the 
organizations  which  will  elect  repre¬ 
sentatives  to  the  board,  justifying  to 
OED  why  those  organizations  are  rep¬ 
resentative  of  all  or  portions  of  the  com¬ 
munity  and  why  the  number  of  seats  al¬ 
located  to  each  organization  is  appro¬ 
priate.  The  CDC  must  then  establLdi 
procedures  to  insure  that  the  constituent 
organizations  elect  their  representatives 
to  the  CDC  board  through  democratic 
means. 

(b)  Business  and  Financial  Commu¬ 
nity.  (1)  Normally,  the  most  effective 
selection  procedure  is  for  the  community 
representatives  on  the  CDC  board,  once 


themselves  elected,  to  meet  and  select 
the  remaining  members  of  the  board. 
This  provides  for  a  process  wherdiy  the 
representatives  (rf  the  business  sector  will 
not  be  self-m;>pointed  individuals  un¬ 
welcomed  by  the  community  representa¬ 
tives.  but  properly  motivated  r^resenta- 
tives  who  come  to  the  board  at  the  in¬ 
vitation  of  the  target  area  residmts  to 
be  served. 

(2)  In  choosing  representatives  of  the 
business  and  financial  commimity,  the 
other  members  of  the  board  should  seek 
the  advice  and  counsel  of  CDC  staff,  com¬ 
munity  leaders,  and  the  organizations  or 
institutions  to  be  represented.  In  doing 
so,  it  is  essential  that  no  one  be  uni¬ 
laterally  selected  to  represent  an  orga¬ 
nization  or  institution  without  the  bless¬ 
ing  of  that  organization  or  institution 
and  its  willingness  to  commit  the  indi- 
vidual’s  time  and  services.  It  is  also  essen¬ 
tial  that  the  community  r^>reBentattves 
put  aside  personal  preferences  and  seek 
to  find  individuals  with  the  desired  skills 
and  Institutional  contacts,  rather  thsm 
simply  choose  Indivduals  who  share  the 
same  backgrounds  and  experiences  of 
the  community  represeitatives  them¬ 
selves. 

(3)  CDCs  tiiould  avoid  ldentif3dng  by 
name  in  their  by-laws  the  specific  com¬ 
munity  institutions  from  which  ttiey  may 
select  representatives  for  thdr  boards, 
since  often  over  time  community  inter¬ 
ests  may  change  and  different  institu¬ 
tions  may  become  preferable  sources  of 
board  representatives.  WhMe  CDC  by¬ 
laws  alresuly  specify  such  Institutions  by 
name  such  by-laws  should  be  periodically 
reviewed  for  change  to  edlow  for  Ihe  sub¬ 
stitution  or  addition  of  other  Institutions 
whose  participation  may  be  more  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  CDC’s  goals. 

§  1076.10—5  Compliance  Procedures  and 
Waivers. 

(a)  All  CDCs  funded  by  OED  for  the 
first  time  in  Fiscal  Year  1975  or  In  suc¬ 
ceeding  fiscal  years  must  be  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  Instruction  as  of  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  their  initial  OED  grant, 
unless  the  ctmdltions  of  their  initial 
grant  provide  for  a  planned  i^ase-ln 
period  for  compliance  during  the  initial 
grant  period.  All  such  CDCs,  however, 
must  be  in  complete  compliance  within 
a  year  of  the  effective  date  of  their  ini¬ 
tial  OED  grant.  In  no  case  shall  any  such 
CDC  be  granted  a  waiver  of  any  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subpart. 

(b)  All  CDCs  funded  by  OED  for  the 
first  time  in  Fiscal  Year  1974  or  in  prior 
fiscal  years  must  be  in  compliance  with 
this  subpart  within  one  year  of  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  subpart,  unless 
grranted  a  waiver  of  certain  provisions  of 
this  subpart.  Waivers  will  normally  not 
be  granted  by  OED,  and  only  upon  a  find¬ 
ing  that  (1)  despite  the  noncompliance 
with  particular  provisions  of  this  subpart 
the  CDC’s  board  composition  and  selec¬ 
tion  procedures  have  been  demonstrated 
in  actual  practice  to  have  substantially 
satisfied  the  Intent  to  Title  Vn,  and  (2) 
the  disruption  and  dislocation  that  would 
be  caused  by  changing  long-established 
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CDC  procedures  would  outweigh  the  ad-  5-year  period  prescribed  In  the  final  §  173.33  Cargo  tank  use  authorization, 
vantages  to  be  gained  by  such  changes,  amendment.  Because  of  the  time  that  •  •  *  *  • 

In  no  event  will  OED  consider  requests  transpired  between  the  publication  of  the  («)••* 

for  waivers  submitted  (1)  after  one  year  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  and  the  qq)  This  oaraeranh  does  not  an- 

orT. Amendment,  the  need  for  pi^'^^^rgo  J^s  Uiafio  norh^v^mS- 

or  (2)  from  CDCs  now  in  compliance  the  Note  no  longer  exists.  holes 

with  this  subpart  who  wish  to  change  in  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and  (a)  (2)  of  note*  [Deleted! 

their  board  composition  and  selection  $  177.817,  there  are  references  to  §  173.- 

procedures  in  such  a  way  as  to  not  cwn-  315(a)  (l)  Note  14.  These  paragraphs  are  *  *  *  *  * 

ply  with  this  subpart.  being  revised  to  show  reference  to  §  173.-  2.  In  §  173.315  paragraph  (a)  (1) ,  th( 

[PR  Doc.75-26062  Piled  9-29-75;8:45  am]  427(a)  (3) .  The  reason  for  this  change  is  Table  is  amended  by  chai^i^ 

_  that  the  carrier  may  or  may  not  accept  entry  in  column  1  to  read,  “Anhydrou 

™.4!^Tr,nsp«t.«o„ 

cannot  determine  whether  the  require-  paragraph  (1)  is  added  to  read  a 
^RSNCPnOT^ioN  *^^^**^*^^^  ments  prescribed  under  the  note  have  follows: 

been  satisfied.  §  173.315  Compressed  gases  in  rarg 

[Docket  No.  HM-113:  Amdt.  Nos.  173-91,  Also,  several  petitions  for  reconsidera-  tanks  and  portable  tank  eontainerf 

177-33]  tion  have  been  received  seeking  a  change  ,  .  *  *  * 

PART  173 — SHIPPERS  to  §  173.315(a)  (1)  Note  14,  which  re- 

PART  177-SHIPMENTS  MADE  BY  WAY 

CAKKitKb  BT  PUBLIC  HIGHWAY  ^  ^  ammonia  it 

MC  330  and  MC  331  Cargo  Tanks  Stress  becomes  part  of  the  composition  of  that 
Corrosion  Cracking  ammonia  and  permanently  remains  so; 

The  purpose  of  these  revisions  to  the  ^2)  repetitive  testing  during  storage  or 
amendments  made  under  Docket  No.  the  time  of  shipment  from  storage  is 
HM-113;  Amendments  173-91  and  177-  unnecessary  because  the  nature  of  the 
33  is  to:  (1)  authorize  the  reshipment  of  Product  has  not  changed;  (3)  certiflca- 
anhydrous  ammonia  without  requiring  a  tion  by  toe  manufacturer  at  toe  time  of 
water  content  analysis;  (2)  revise  the  shipment  to  storage  should  permit  the 
testing  requirements  for  cargo  storage  point  to  properly  certify  that  the 

without  manholes,  and  (3)  modify  cer-  same  ammonia  conteins  0.2  percent 
tain  portions  of  toe  regulations  for  edi-  at  toe  time  of  restopment;  (4) 

torial  and  clarification  purposes.  ®ach  test  for  water  content  exposes  per- 

On  June  11.  1975,  toe  Hazardous  Ma-  sonnel  to  certain  safety  hazards,  and  if 
terials  Regulations  Board  published  reg-  ammonia  has  been  previously  tested 
Illations  in  Docket  No.  HM-113;  Amend-  aud  certified  this  retesting  causes  a 
ment  Nos.  173-91, 177-83, 178-37  (40  PR  totally  unnecessary  exposure;  and  (5) 

24902)  intended  to  prevent  or  reduce  luS'Uy  field  storage  facilities  are  not  prop- 
stress  corrosion  cracking  in  MC  330  and  e^ly  equipped  nor  do  they  have  the 
MC  331  cargo  tanks.  Since  toe  publica-  trained  personnel  to  perform  the  re- 
tion  of  toe  amendments,  a  number  of  pe-  quired  test. 

titions  have  been  received  pertaining  to  The  Bureau  has  concluded  that  the 
the  amendments.  These  revisions  are  ad-  petitions  have  merit  and  agrees  that  am- 


Note  14:  Specifications  MC  330  and  MC  331 
cargo  tanks  coii^tructed  of  otlier  than 
quenched,  and  tempered  steel  (“NOT”)  are 
authorized  for  all  grades  of  anhydrous  am¬ 
monia.  Specifications  MC  330  and  MC  331 
cargo  tanks  constructed  of  quenched  and 
tempered  steel  (“QT”)  (see  marking  require¬ 
ments  of  i  177.823(b)  (5)  Of  this  subchapter) 
are  authorized  for  anhydrous  ammonia  hav¬ 
ing  a  minimum  water  content  of  0.2  per  cent 
by  weight.  Any  tank  being  placed  In  anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia  service  or  a  tank  which  has 
been  in  other  service  or  has  been  opened  for 
Inspection,  test,  or  repair,  must  be  cleans  of 
the  previous  product  and  must  be  purged  of 
air  before  loading.  Se«  §§  173.427(a)(3)  and 
177.817(a)  (1)  of  this  subchapter  for  special 
shipping  paper  requirements. 
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between  the  water  injection  equipment 
and  the  cargo  tank;  and 

(ii)  Positive  provisions  must  be  made 
to  assure  water  injection  equipment  is 
operating. 

(4)  If  water  injection  equipment  be¬ 
comes  inoperative,  suitable  corrective 
maintenance  must  be  performed  after 
which  a  sample  from  the  first  loaded  car¬ 
go  tank  must  be  analyzed  for  prescribed 
water  content. 

(5)  The  analysis  method  for  water 
content  must  be  as  prescribed  in  COA 
Pamphlet  G^2.2,  titled  “Tentative  Stand¬ 
ard  Method  for  Determining  Minimum 
of  0.2  per  cent  water  in  Anhydrous 
Ammonia,”  1975  edition. 

(6)  Records  indicating  the  results  of 
the  analysis  taken,  as  required  by  this 
paragraph,  must  be  retained  for  2  years 
and  must  be  open  to  inspection  by  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Department. 

(7)  Each  person  receiving  anhydrous 
ammonia  containing  0.2  per  cent  water 
by  weight  may  offer  for  transportation  or 
transport  thdt  ammonia  without  per¬ 
forming  the  prescribed  analysis  for 
water  content  provided — 

(i)  The  ammonia  received  was  certi¬ 
fied  as  containing  0.2  per  cent  water  as 
prescribed  in  S§  173.427(a)  (3)  and  177.- 
817(a)  (1)  of  this  subchapter;  and 

(ii)  The  amount  of  water  in  the  am¬ 
monia  has  not  been  reduced  by  any 
means. 

§  177.817  [Amended] 

In  §  177.817  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and 
(a)  (2)  are  amended  by  changing  the 
reference  “173.315  (a)  (1)  Note  14  of  this 
subchapter”  to  read  “§  173.427  of  this 
subchapter.” 

Effective:  These  revisions  to  the 
Amendments  are  effective  (^tober  1, 
1975.  However,  compliance  with  the  reg¬ 
ulations  as  amended  herein  is  authorized 
inunediately. 

(Transportation  of  Explosives  Act  (18  U.S.C. 
^1-835);  section  6  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1656) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Septem¬ 
ber  26,  1975. 

Herbert  H.  Kaiser,  Jr., 

Acting  Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 
(FR  Doc.75-26245  Filed  9-29-76;  8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  HM-llO;  Arndt.  No.  177-31] 

PART  177~SHIPMENTS  MADE  BY  WAY  OF 
COMMON,  CONTRACT,  OR  PRIVATE 
CARRIERS,  BY  PUBLIC  HIGHWAY 

Handling  of  Hazardous  Materials  on 
Motor  Vehicles 

Consistent  with  the  reasons  set  forth 
in  FR  Doc.  75-26244  in  the  proposed 
rules  of  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  the  effective  date  of  the  amendment 
to  49  CFR  177.854(g),  as  published  on 
December  2,  1974  (39  FR  41743) ,  and  as 
extended  on  March  18,  1975  (40  FR 
12269) ,  is  changed  from  October  1, 1975, 
to  July  1, 1976. 


(18  U.S.C.  831-836:  49  U.S.C.  1656;  49  CFR 
1A3.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  26, 1975. 

Herbert  H.  Kaiser,  Jr., 
Acting  Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 
[FR  Doc.75-26343  FUed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


Title  50— Vnidiffe 

CHAPTER  I— U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDUFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTE¬ 
RIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  regulation  is  issued 
and  is  effective  September  30, 1975. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

North  Dakota 

ARROWWOOD  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  sharp-tailed  grouse 
and  Hungarian  partridge  on  the  Arrow- 
wood  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  North 
Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  15,900  acres, 
is  delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service.  10597  West  6th  Avenue,  Denver, 
C?olorado  80215.  Hunting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations  covering  the  himting  of  sharp¬ 
tailed  grouse  and  Hungarian  partridge 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  sun¬ 
rise  to  sunset  on  November  23,  1975 
through  December  14,  1975. 

(2)  All  himters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  game  and  vehicle  con¬ 
tents  to  Federal  and  State  officers  upon 
request 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  December  14,  1975. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
National  i  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  16, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-2e098  FUed  9-29-75;8:46  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  siiecial  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective 'September  30. 
1975. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

ARROWWOOD  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Arrow- 
wood  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  North 


Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  (^n  area,'  comprising  approxi¬ 
mately  14,814  acres  is  delineated  on  a 
map  available  at  the  r^uge  headquarters 
and  fnmi  the  Regional  Director.  Fish 
and  WUdlife  Service,  10597  West  6th 
Avenue,  Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Hunt¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  ap¬ 
plicable  State  regulations,  covering  the 
hunting  of  deer  subject  to  the  following 
conditions. 

(1)  Himting  is  permitted  from  12  Noon 
to  sunset  November  14,  1975  and  from 
sunrise  to  simset  November  15,  1975 
through  November  23, 1975. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  deer  tag,  game  and  ve¬ 
hicle  contents  to  Federal  and  State  of¬ 
ficers  upon  request. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  November  23, 
1975. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Pin¬ 
gree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  16, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-260e9  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
Issued  and  are  effective  September  30, 
1975. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

arrowwood  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  red  fox  on  the 
Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing.  This  open  area,  comprising  14,814 
acres  is  delineated  on  a  map  available  at 
the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue, 
Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Himting  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  all  am^licable  State 
regulations  covering  the  hunting  of  red 
fox  subject  to  the  following  conditions. 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  sunrise 
to  sunset  November  24,  1975,  through 
January  31,  1976. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  game  and  vehicle  con¬ 
tents  to  Federal  and  State  Officers  upon 
request 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32. 
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and  are  effective  through  February  15. 
1976. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager  Arrounoood 
National  WttdUfe  Refuge  Pin- 
gree.  North  Dakota  58476. 

Septembee  16,  1975. 

|FR  Doc.75-26100  Filed  0-29-75:8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Long  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  September  30, 
1975. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota. 

LONG  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

PubUc  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Long 
Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  North 
Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  approximate¬ 
ly  19,500  acres,  is  delineated  on  a  map 
available  at  the  refuge  headquarters  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  Fish  and 
WUdlife  Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue. 
Denver.  Colorado  80215.  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations,  covering  the  hunting  of  deer 
subject  to  the  following  conditions. 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  12  Noon 
to  sunset  November  14,  1975  and  from 
sunrise  to  sunset  November  15,  1975 
through  November  23,  1975. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  deer  tag,  game  and  vehi¬ 
cle  contents  to  Federal  and  State  officers 
upon  request. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  November  23, 
1975. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrounoood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 
September  16. 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26101  Filed  0-20-75:8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Slade  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  September  30, 
1975. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 

for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

SLADE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  htmting  of  deer  on  the  Slade 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  North  Dakota, 
is  permitted  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area,  comprising  approximately  2,840 
acres  is  delineated  on  a  map  available  at 


the  i^uge  headquarters  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue,  Denver, 
Colorado  80215.  Hunting  shall  be  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations,  covering  the  hunting  of  deer  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  conditions. 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  12 
Noon  to  sunset  November  14,  1975  and 
from  sunrise  to  sunset  November  15, 1975 
through  November  23, 1975. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  deer  tag.  game  and  vehi¬ 
cle  contents  to  Federal  and  State  officers 
upon  request. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  November  23, 
1975. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager  Arrounoood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  16, 1975. 

IFB  Doc.75-26102  Filed  0-29-75:8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Erie  National  Wildlife  Refuge; 
Pennsylvania 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  during  the  period 
October  11,  1975  through  February  29, 
1976. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Pennsylvania 

ERIE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  hares,  rabbits,  wood¬ 
chucks,  raccoons,  squirrels,  grouse,  quail, 
pheasants,  skunks,  opossums,  and  foxes 
is  permitted  on  portions  of  the  Erie  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Pennsylvania. 
C(g)ies  of  a  map  delineating  the  open 
himting  areas  are  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Guys  Mills,  Pennsylvania, 
or  from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office  and 
Courthouse  Building,  Boston,  Massachu¬ 
setts  02109. 

Himting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  hunting  of  small  game,  furbearers, 
and  foxes,  subject  to  the  following  spe¬ 
cial  condition: 

(1)  That  portion  of  the  refuge  situated 
between  Pennsylvania  Routes  27  and  173 
is  closed  to  hunting  with  firearms  from 
September  30, 1975  through  November  25, 

1975. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  February  29, 

1976. 

Howard  N.  Larsen, 
Regional  Director, 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

September  22, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-26103  FUed  9-20-76:8:45  ami 


PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  September  30,  1975. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

North  Dakota 

arrowwood  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Arrowwood  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  North  Dakota,  is 
permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These  areas 
comprismg  1,550  acres  are  delineated  on 
maps  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
10597  West  6th  Avenue,  Denver,  Colorado 
80215.  Sport  Fishing  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  sport  fishing 
on  the  refuge  shall  extend  from  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1975  through  March  21,  1976. 

(2)  The  use  of  boats,  without  motors, 
is  permitted. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regu¬ 
lations  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  Wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Part  33,  and  are  effective  through  March 
21,  1976. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Pin¬ 
gree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  16,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26104  Piled  9-29-76;8;45  am] 


Title  7 — ^AgricuRure 

CHAPTER  III— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT 
HEALTH  INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  354 — OVERTIME  SERVICES  RELAT¬ 
ING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-25121  appearing  at  page 
43479  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Mon¬ 
day,  September  22,  1975,  the  table 
omitted  an  entry  to  delete  Ponce,  Puerto 
Rico  served  from  San  Juan  from  the 
metropolitan  area  at  5  hours. 


CHAPTER  IV— FEDERAL  CROP  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  CORPORATION,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

[Amendment  No.  70] 

PART  401— FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE 

Sugar  Beets — Applicable  in  All  States 
Except  CalKomia 

On  page  22270  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  22,  1975  (40  FR  22270) ,  was  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
to  amend  in  its  entirety  §  401.140  of  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Regulations  for 
1969  and  -  Succeeding  Crop  Years,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  401.101  et  seq.).  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  given  30  days  after 
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publication  of  the  notice  In  which  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  argum^ts 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  amendment. 

While  no  response  was  received  from 
the  general  public,  as  a  result  of  some 
comments  received  from  field  representa- 
tive§  of  the  Federal  C?rop  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration  it  has  been  determined  to  make 
three  changes  in  the  amendment  which 
are  outlined  below. 

The  proposed  amendment,  as  issued  in 
the  notice,  effective  beginning  with  the 
1976  Crop  Year  was  adopted  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  additions  and  revisions; 

1.  A  basis  and  purpose  paragraph  is 
added  preceding  the  amendment. 

2.  An  authority  clause  is  added  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  amendment. 

Basis  and  Purpose.  The  amendment 
herein  is  issued  pmsuant  to  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Federal  Crop  Insur¬ 
ance  Act,  as  amended. 

In  prior  years,  coverages  under  the 
Siigar  Beet  Crop  Insurance  Program 
have  been  established  in  terms  of  per¬ 
centages  of  the  normal  yield  (cwt  of  com¬ 
mercially  recoverable  sugar)  established 
In  accordance  with  regulations  issuecl  by 
the  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  pursuant  to  the  Sugar  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended.  For  purposes  of  deter¬ 
mining  losses,  production  has  also  been 
determined  in  cwt  of  commercially  re¬ 
coverable  sugar  as  provided  in  such  reg¬ 
ulations.  Since  the  Sugar  Act  is  no  longer 
in  effect,  it  has  been  necessary  to  revise 
the  Sugar  Beet  Crop  Insurance  Program 
to  provide  a  new  basis  for  coverages  and 
for  determining  losses.  Basically,  that  is 
the  purpose  of  this  amendment.  The 
three  changes  made  in  the  amendment 
since  the  publication  of  the  notice  above 
mentioned  are  of  a  relativ^y  minor 
character.  One  provides  for  60  days  after 
the  time  of  loss  for  filing  claims  for  in¬ 
demnities.  Another  would  delete  the  last 
proviso  of  section  4(d)  relating  to  ap¬ 
praisals,  and  otherwise  revise  the  subsec¬ 
tion  so  as  to  treat  appraised  production 
In  substantially  the  same  way  as  har¬ 
vested  production  In  determining  pro¬ 
duction  to  count.  The  third  change 
deletes  section  6  relating  to  the  annutd 
premitim.  It  is  the  Intention  of  the 
Corporation  to  make  this  change  in  the 
Stcmdard  Policy,  for  all  crops  covered 
thereby,  at  a  later  date. 

§  401.140  of  the  P^eral  Crop  Insur¬ 
ance  Regulations  for  the  1969  and  Suc¬ 
ceeding  Crop  Years,  as  amended,  (7  CFR 
401.101  et  seq.)  is  hereby  amended  in  its 
entirety  as  follows: 

§  401.140  Hie  sugar  beet  endOTsement 
applicable  in  all  States  except  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

1.  Insured  crop.  The  crop  insured  shaU  be 
sugar  beets  grown  under  a  contract  with  a 
processor  for  processing  as  sugar.  Item  1  of 
the  second  sentence  of  subsection  3(c)  of  the 
policy  shall  not  be  applicable  to  sugar  beets. 

Insurance  shall  not  attach  or  be  considered 
to  have  attached  to  any  acreage  (1)  excluded 
fr(Hn  the  processor  oonhuct  for,  os  d\u1ng, 
the  crop  year,  and  (3)  unless  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  on  the  county  actuarial  table,  planted 
to  sugar  beets  the  preceding  crop  year  In 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  and  Ohio,  or  the  two 
preceding  years  in  other  states. 
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2.  Production  guarantees.  The  applicable 
production  guarantees  in  tons  per  acrf  shaU 
be  those  shown  on  the  county  actuarial  table 
(hereinafter  called  “actuarial  table”)  and 
are  progressive  as  follows; 

(1)  First  Stage — ^Prom  planting  until  July 
1  or  upon  determination  by  the  Corporation 
that  the  acreage  was  damaged  prior  to  July  1 
to  the  extent  that  growers  in  the  area  visually 
would  not  further  care  for  the  crop. 

(2)  Second  Stage — From  July  1  until  15 
percent  of  the  per  acre  production  guarantee 
for  the  third  stage  has  been  harvested. 

(3)  Third  Stage — After  16  percent  of  the 
per  acre  production  guarantee  for  this  stage 
has  been  harvested. 

The  stage  of  production  applicable  in  any 
case  shall  not  be  determined  to  be  the  same 
for  an  entire  insurance  unit  unless  the  entire 
unit  meets  the  requirements  for  the  same 
stage.  When  the  entire  unit  does  not  meet 
the  requirements  for  the  same  stage,  the 
stages  of  production  shall  be  determined  for 
the  various  portions  of  the  unit. 

3.  Insurance  period.  Insurance  on  any  in¬ 
sured  acreage  shall  attach  at  the  time  the 
sugar  beets  are  planted  and  shall  cease  upon 
harvesting,  but  in  no  event  shall  Insurance 
remain  in  effect  later  than  the  applicable 
date  set  forth  below  of  the  calendar  year  in 
which  the  sugar  beets  are  normally  harvested. 

Michigan,  Minnesota,  Montana,  and 


North  Dakota _ Nov.  10 

Ohio _ Nov.  26 

All  other  States _ Nov.  16 


4.  Claim  for  loss,  (a)  Any  claim  for  loss 
on  an  insurance  unit  (hereinafter  called 
“unit”)  must  be  submitted  to  the  Corpora¬ 
tion,  on  a  form  prescribed  by  the  Corpora¬ 
tion,  no  later  than  60  days  after  the  time 
of  loss.  The  Corporation  reserves  the  right 
to  provide  additional  time  If  it  determines 
that  circumstances  beyond  the  control  of 
either  party  prevent  compliance  with  this 
provision. 

(b)  It  is  the  responsibility  of  the  insured 
to  provide  complete  information  of  all  pro¬ 
duction  from  the  unit,  to  establish  that  the 
loss  clsdmed  was  caused  during  the  Insurance 
period  by  one  or  more  of  the  hazards  in- 
svired  against,  and  to  fvumlsh  such  other  in¬ 
formation  about  the  loss  as  may  be  required 
by  the  Corporation. 

(c)  Losses  shall  be  determined  separately' 
for  each  unit.  The  amount  of  loss  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  unit  shall  be  determined  by  (1) 
multiplying  the  Insvured  acreage  of  sugar 
beets  on  the  unit  by  the  applicable  produc¬ 
tion  guarantee  p«’  acre;  which  product  shall 
be  the  production  guarantee  for  the  vuilt,  (2) 
subtracting  therefrom  the  total  production 
to  be  counted  for  the  unit,  (8)  mvatipljring 
the  remainder  by  the  ap^icable  price  for 
computing  indemnities,  and  (4)  multiplying 
the  result  obtained  in  (3)  by  the  Insvired 
Interest:  Provided,  That  if  tcs  the  unit  the 
Insured  fails  to  report  all  of  his  interest  or 
Insurable  acreage,  the  amovint  of  loss  shall  be 
determined  with  respect  to  all  of  his  inter¬ 
est  and  insurable  acreage,  but  in  such  cases 
or  otherwise,  if  the  premium  computed  on 
the  basis  of  the  Insurable  acreage  and  in¬ 
terest  exceeds  the  premium  on  the  reported 
acreage  and  Interest,  or  the  acreage  and  In¬ 
terest  when  determined  by  the  Corpwatlon 
under  section  3  of  the  policy,  the  amovmt  of 
loss  shall  be  reduced  proportionately. 

The  total  production  to  be  counted  for  a 
unit  shall  be  determined  by  the  Corporation, 
and  subject  to  provisions  hereinafter,  shall 
Include  all  harvested  production  and  any 
appraisals  made  by  the  Ckuporation  for  un¬ 
harvested  or  potential  production,  poor 
farming  practices,  uninsured  causes  of  loss, 
or  for  acreage  abandoned  or  put  to  another 
use  without  the  consent  of  the  CorpOTatlon: 


4482.3 

Provided,  That  tor  unharvested  acreage  or 
acreage  not  quallfiring  for  the  third  stage 
productlmi  guarantee  only  the  amount  of 
appraised  and  harvested  production  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  difference  between  the  third  stage 
production  guarantee  and  the  production 
guarantee  applicable  to  such  acreage  shall  be 
counted  except  that  for  acreage  abandoned, 
put  to  another  use  without  prior  written 
consent  of  the  Corporation,  or  damaged 
solely  by  an  uninsured  cause,  not  less  than 
the  applicable  production  guarantee  shall  be 
counted. 

(d)  Any  harvested  production  of  sugar 
beets  shall  be  adjusted  by  the  factor 
(rounded  to  three  decimal  places)  obtained 
by  dividing  the  average  percentage  of  sugar 
in  the  sugar  beets,  as  determined  from  indi¬ 
vidual  tests  made  at  the  time  of  delivery  to 
the  processor,  by  the  percentage  of  sugar 
shown  on  the  actuarial  table:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  if  individual  tests  of  sugar  con¬ 
tent  are  not  made  by  the  processed'  at  the 
time  of  delivery  of  the  sugar  beets,  the  factor 
to  be  used  shall  be  1.000:  Provided,  further. 
That  at  the  time  of  normal  harvest,  for 
sugar  beets  which  are  not  acceptable  under 
the  contract  with  a  processor  due  to  an  in¬ 
surable  cause  of  loss  occurring  within  the 
Insurance  period,  the  CwpOTatlon  will  deter¬ 
mine  the  production  to  count  by  dividing 
the  value  of  the  beets,  as  determined  by  the 
C(»poration,  by  the  value  of  undamaged 
beets  containing  the  percentage  of  sugar 
shown  on  the  actuarial  table  and  multiply¬ 
ing  the  result  obtained  by  the  tons  of  beets. 

5.  Cancellation  and  termination  for  in¬ 
debtedness  dates.  For  each  year  of  the  con¬ 
tract  the  cancellation  date  is  the  Decem¬ 
ber  31  and  the  termination  date  for 
Indebtedness  the  April  15  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  the  beginning  of  the  (xop  year. 

6.  Meaning  of  terms,  (a)  “Harvest”  means 
the  lifting  and  topping  of  the  sugar  beets 
for  the  purpose  of  delivery  to  a  processor. 

(Secs.  506,  516,  61  Stat.  73,  as  amended,  77, 
as  amended;  7  U.S.O.  1506,  1516) 

Adopted  by  the  Board  of  Directors  on 
September  18, 1975. 

[SEAL]  Peter  F.  Gole, 

Secretary.  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation. 

Approved  on  September  25,  1975. 

Earl  L.  Btttz, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26124  PUed  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


PART  403— PEACH  CROP  INSURANCE 

Regulations  for  the  1976  and  Succeeding 
Crop  Years 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended,  the  Peach  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  for  the  1965  and  Succeeding 
Crop  Years,  as  amended,  which  shall  re¬ 
main  in  full  force  and  effect  for  the  1975 
crop  year,  are  hereby  amended  for  the 
1976  and  Succeeding  Crop  Years  to  read 
as  set  forth  below.  The  provisions  of  this 
subpart  shall  apply,  until  amended  or 
superseded  to  all  omitlnuGUs  peach  crop 
Insurance  contracts  as  they  relate  to  the 
1976  and  succeeding  crop  years. 

Secs. 

403.40  Availability  of  Peach  Crqp  Insuranoa. 

408.41  Premiiun  rates  and  amounts  of  In¬ 

surance. 
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Sec.  -  AEpi 

403.42  Application  for  insurance.  Fen 

403.43  Public  notice  of  Indenmities  paid.  76-8 

403.44  Creditors. 

403.45  The  application  and  the  p<^cy. 

Attthchuty;  Secs.  S06,  516,  52  Stat.  73.  as 
amended,  77,  as  amended,  7  U.8.C.  1506, 1516. 

§  403.40  Availability  of  poach  crop  in¬ 
surance. 

Peach  crop  insurance  sliall  be  offered 
for  the  1976  and  succeeding  crop  years 
under  the  provisions  of  S  403.40  trough 
§  403.45  in  counties  within  limits  pre¬ 
scribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act  as  amended.  The  counties  shall  be 
designated  by  the  Manager  of  the  Cor¬ 
poration  from  a  list  of  counties  approved 
by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Corpo¬ 
ration  for  peach  crop  insurance.  The 
counties  designated  by  the  Manager 
shall  be  published  by  appendix  to  this 
section. 

§  403.41  Premium  rates  anti  amounts  of 
insurance. 

The  Manager  shall  establish  premium 
rates  and  the  amounts  of  insurance  per 
acre  which  shall  be  shown  on  the  county 
actuarial  table  on  file  in  the  office  for 
the  county.  Such  premium  rates  and 
amounts  of  insurance  may  be  changed 
fr(»n  year  to  year. 

§  403.42  Application  for  insurance. 

Application  for  insurance  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  as  provided  in  §  403.45  at  the  of¬ 
fice  for  the  county  of  the  Corporation. 

The  Corporation  reserves  the  right  to 
discontinue  the  taking  of  applications  in 
any  coimty  upon  its  determination  that 
the  insurance  risk  involved  is  excessive 
prior  to  the  closing  date  for  the  filing  of 
applications.  Such  closing  date  shall  be 
January  10  of  the  first  crop  year  for 
which  insurance  is  to  be  in  effect. 

§  403.43  Public  notice  of  indemnities 
paid. 

The  Corporation  shall  provide  for  post¬ 
ing  annually  in  each  county  at  the  coxmty  (Douar  Amount  of 
courthouse  a  listing  of  the  indemnities  insurance  Elected) 
paid  in  the  county.  *'Thte"ippulittoi 

6  403  44  Creditors  individual  ehaU  n 

s  WS.M  tjvoiiors.  produced  by 

An  interest  of  a  person  other  than  the 
Insured  in  an  Insured  crop  existing  by  ® 
virtue  of  a  lien,  mortgage,  garnishment,  au  natural  pen 
levy,  execution,  bankruptcy,  or  any  in-  whcation  is  ms 
v(dimtary  transfer  shall  not  entitle  the  ***  ""(Yes  or  Noj 
holder  of  the  interest  to  any  benefit  un-  a.  causa  of  los. 
der  the  contract  other  than  as  provided 
in  the  application  and  policy  set  forth  nadorriu,  a  nui 
in  i  403.45.  temperatures  Insu 

the  dormant  perlc 

§  403.45  The  application  and  the  policy,  companied  by  haU 

.  of  loss  due  to  hi 
The  provisions  of  the  Application  and  percent  or  more  c 
Policy  for  Peach  Cnv  Insurance  for  the  on  the  date  when 
1976  and  Succeeding  Crop  Years  are  as  ject  however,  to  ) 
follows  I  limitations,  or  ad< 


[CATION  AND  POLICY 


causes  of  loss  as  are  set  forth  on  the  county 
actuarial  table.  The  Corporation  shaU  not 
pay  any  loss  hereunder  as  a  result  of  split 
pits  and  misshapen  fruit  regardless  of  the 
cause  thereof. 

3.  Insured  crop.  Only  peaches  grown  on 
APPLICATION  AND  POLICY  FOR  PEACH  insurable  acreage  In  any  crop  year  as  shown 
CROP  INSURANCE  on  the  county  actuarial  table  (a)  in  which 

IQ  insured  had  an  Interest  on  the  date 

(For  19- -  and  Succeeding  Crop  Years)  insurance  attaches,  (b)  which  are  grown  on 

_  acreage  on  which  the  trees  have  reached  the 

(Name  of  Ins\u^)  fourth  grow’ing  season,  and  (c)  which  are 

_  grown  on  acreage  having  a  minimum  ex- 

( Address  of  Insured)  (Zip  Code)  pected  production  on  the  date  Insurance 

attaches  of  100  bushels  per  acre  are  Insured. 
(Contract  Number)  4.  Responsibility  of  insured  to  report  acre¬ 

age  and  interest.  The  Insured  at  the  time 
(County  (State)  of  filing  this  application  shall  also  file  on  a 

form  prescribed  by  the  Corporation  a  report 
(identification  Number  )  of  all  the  acreage  of  the  insured  crop  in 

,  _  ^  ^  ..  ^  fhe  county  in  which  he  has  an  Interest  and 

undersigned  appllc^t  (herein  called  his  Interest  therein.  Such  report  shall 

the  instued  ) ,  subject  to  the  applicable  pro-  include  a  designation  of  all  the  acreage  of 
visions  of  the  regulations  of  the  Federal  Crop  peaches  which  is  unlnsurable  under  the  pro- 
insurance  Corporation  (herein  called  the  visions  of  the  preceding  section.  This  report 
“Corporation”),  hereby  applies  to  the  Cor-  shall  be  revised  for  any  crop  year  before 
poration  for  insurance  on  his  interest  In  insurance  attaches  If  the  acreage  and  Inter¬ 
peach  crops  (hereinafter  called  “the  Insured  03^  therein  has  changed  and  the  latest  re¬ 
crop”)  located  In  the  above-identified  ports  filed  shall  be  considered  as  the  basis 
county  (hereinafter  called  “the  county”),  for  continuation  of  Insiuance  from  year  to 
The  Insured  applies  for  the  amount  of  In-  year,  subject  to  revision  as  provided  herein, 
surance  shown  below  which  shall  be  an  The  Corporation  reserves  the  right  to  deter- 
amount  shown  on  the  coimty  actuarial  table  mine  the  Insured  acreage  and  the  Insured’s 
on  file  In  the  Corporation’s  office  for  the  interest  therein.  The  acreage  and  Interest 
county.  The  amounts  of  insurance  available  insured  shall  be  the  acreage  and  Interest 
each  crop  year  and  prescribed  premium  rates  reported  by  the  Insured  or  as  determined  by 
each  crop  year  are  shown  on  the  county  ac-  the  Corporation,  whichever  the  Corporation 
tuarlal  table  from  year  to  year.  In  counties  shall  elect. 

where  alternative  amovmts  of  insurance  per  5.  The  contract.  Upon  acceptance  of  this 
acre  are  made  available  for  election  by  the  application  by  the  C<M7>oratlon,  the  contract 
insured,  the  insured  may  change  the  amount  shall  be  in  effect  for  the  crop  year  specified 
of  insurance  which  was  In  effect  for  a  prior  above  and  shall  continue  for  each  succeeding 
crop  year  and  elect  a  new  amount  of  Insur-  crop  year  until  canceled  or  terminated  In 
ance  per  acre  by  notifying  the  office  for  the  accordance  with  the  applicable  provisions  of 
county  in  writing  before  the  date  Insurance  the  contract.  This  application  and  policy, 
attaches  for  the  crop  year  for  which  the  and  amendments  thereto.  If  any,  hnd  the 
change  Is  to  become  effective.  Unless  the  county  actuarial  tables  tar  each  crop  year  on 
contract  of  Insurance  Is  cancelled  or  term!-  file  in  the  Corporation’s  <ffi5ce  for  the  county 
nated  pursuant  to  the  terms  hereof,  the  shall  constitute  the  contract  for  peach  In- 
amount  of  insurance  per  acre  In  effect  for  a  surance.  Any  changes  made  In  the  contract 
crop  year  shall  be  the  amount  of  Insurcmce  shall  not  affect  the  continuity  from  year  to 
most  recently  elected  by  the  Insured  and  year. 

shown  on  a  form  prescribed  for  such  purpose  6.  Insurance  period.  For  each  crop  year  In- 
not  to  exceed  the  maximum  dollar  amount  surance  attaches  on  January  11,  and  as  to 
per  acre  shown  on  the  county  actuarial  table  any  insured  acreage  ceases  upon  harvest,  or 
for  such  crop  year,  except  that  when  alter-  September  15,  whichever  occurs  fliet. 
native  amounts  of  Insurance  are  not  offered,  7.  AnniuU  premium,  (a)  The  annual  pre- 
the  amount  of  Insurance  per  acre  for  a  crop  miiun  tor  each  unit  shall  be  earned  and  pay- 
year  shall  be  the  amount  prescribed  by  the  able  on  the  date  insurance  attaches  and  shall 
Corp<H*ation.  be  determined  by  multiplying  the  applicable 

amount  of  Insurance  for  the  Insured  acreage 
by  the  applicable  premium  rate  and  mvdtl- 
plydng  the  product  thereof  by  the  Insured’s 
interest  at  the  time  Insurance  attaches. 

(b)  The  insured’s  annual  premium  shall 
be  adjusted  in  accordance  with  the  coimty 
actuarial  table.  Adjustments  for  insurance 
experience  as  shown  on  the  county  actuarial 
table  shall  be  transferred  to  (1)  the  contract 
of  the  Insured’s  estate  or  surviving  spouse  In 
case  of  the  death  of  the  insured,  (2)  the  con¬ 
tract  of  the  person  who  succeeds  the  Insured 
as  the  insured’s  transferee  In  operating  only 
the  same  farm  or  farms,  if  the  Ck>rporation 
finds  that  such  tnmsferee  has  previously 
actively  participated  In  the  farming  opera¬ 
tion  involved,  or  (3)  the  contract  of  the 
same  Insured  who  stops  fanning  in  one 
county  and  starts  farming  in  another  county. 

8.  Premium  note.  In  oonsideration  hereof, 
the  Insured  promises  to  pay  to  the  cHder  of 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  CorporatliHi  each 
crop  year  of  the  ocHitract  the  annual  pre¬ 
mium  and  further  agrees  that  any  amount 
due  the  Corporation  by  the  Insured  may  be 
deducted  from  any  Indemnity  payable  to  the 
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Insured  and  when  not  prohibited  by  law,  _ _ _  _ 19_._  14.  Abandonment  of  crop.  There  shaU  be  no 

from  any  loan  or  payment  otherwise  due  the  (Signature  ot  Applicant)  (Date)  abandonment  of  the  insured  crop  or  portion 

Insured  under  any  program  administered  by  9.  Bec(Mninended  for  acceptance  by:  thereof  to  the  Corporation. 

the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture.  _  _ _  19 16.  Contract  changes.  After  the  first  crop 

_ _ _  (Oorp.  Representative)  (Date)  year  the  Corporation  reserves  the  right  to 

(C<^e  No.)  (Witness  to  l^gnat\ire)  10.  amend  or  change  the  terms  of  this  contract 

tram  year  to  year.  Notice  thereof  shall  be 
mailed  to  the  Insured  or  made  available  at 
the  office  for  the  coxmty  by  the  November 
IS  Inunedlately  preceding  the  beginning  of 
the  crop  year  for  which  such  amendment  Is 
to  becmne  effective.  Acceptance  of  the 

11.  Life  of  contract.  This  contract  Is  non-  which  the  Ccuporatlon  determines  would  changes  will  be  conclusive  In  the  absence  of 

cancelable  the  first  crop  year  and  con-  have  been  produced  had  no  damage  from  In-  notice  from  the  Insured  to  cancel  the  con¬ 
tinue  In  effect  for  each  succeeding  crop  year  sured  or  unlnsur^  causes  occurred  (herein  tract  as  provided  In  paragraph  11,  above. 
\mtil  either  the  Insured,  or  the  Corporation,  called  the  “expected  production”) .  16.  Collateral  assignment — Transfer  of  Jn- 

cancels  the  contract  by  giving  written  notice  The  Corporation  reserves  the  right  to  delay  terest.  The  right  to  an  indemnity  In  any  crop 
to  the  other  by  November  30  immediately  final  appraisal  of  the  extent  of  any  damage,  year  may  be  assigned  as  security  upon  prior 
preceding  the  crop  year  tor  which  the  can-  occurring  In  either  period,  and  the  settlement  approval  of  the  Corporation.  If  the  Insured 
cellation  Is  to  become  effective.  The  contract  of  any  claim  until  the  extent  of  damage  transfers  his  Interest  In  the  Insured  crop  In 
shall,  however,  terminate  for  nonpayment  of  can  reasonably  be  determined.  any  crop  year  he  may,  upon  prim:  approval 

premium  If  such  premium  is  not  paid  by  Determination  of  the  expected  production  of  the  Corporation,  transfer  his  right  to  an 
January  10  following  the  crop  year  in  which  for  each  period  for  any  acreage  shall  be  made  Indemnity  tar  such  crop  year  with  respect  to 
the  premium  was  earned.  Insurance  shall  by  the  Corporation  on  the  applicable  of  such  the  transferred  Interest  In  the  Insured  crop, 
terminate  If  no  premium  Is  Earned  under  this  Information  as  past  production,  cultural  Any  assignment  or  transfer  shall  be  made 
{^plication  and  policy  for  Jhree  consecutive  practices,  age,  size,  condition  and  general  on  assignment  or  transfer  forms  prescribed 
crop  years.  capabilities  of  the  trees,  peaches  on  the  trees,  by  the  Corporatlmi  and  shall  be  subject  to  all 

12.  Notice  of  damage  or  loss,  (a)  It  shall  peaches  harvested,  and  by  comparing  the  terms  set  forth  thereon  and  to  the  terms 
be  a  condition  precedent  to  payment  of  any  production  with  similar  trees  on  which  no  hereof. 

indemnity  on  any  Insurance  unit  (hereinafter  damage  has  occurred.  In  addition.  In  deter-  17.  Insured  interest.  For  the  purpose  of 
called  “unit”)  hereunder  that  the  In-  mining  the  expected  production  for  the  determining  the  amount  of  Indemnity  the 
sured  report  each  damage  to  the  Insured  second  period  any  peaches  harvested  or  lost  interest  Insured  shall  not  exceed  the  Inter¬ 
crop  from  a  cause  of  loss  Insured  against  to  due  to  ufiinsmed  causes  In  the  first  period  est  of  the  Insured  at  the  time  of  damage,  as 
the  c^ce  for  the  county  Immediately  after  shall  also  be  taken  into  account.  determined  by  the  Corporation, 

such  damage  giving  the  date,  cause,  and  es-  All  Insured  damage  occurring  within  a  18.  Misrepresentation  and  fraud.  The  Cor- 
tlmated  extent  of  such  damage.  It  not  period  will  be  related  to  the  expected  produc-  poratlon  may  void  the  contract  without  af- 
so  repcHTted  within  seven  days,  the  Corpora-  tlon  established  for  that  period  by  the  Cor-  fectlng  the  Insured’s  liability  for  any  earned 
tlon  reserves  the  right  to  reject  any  claim  poratlon  except  that  the  minimum  expected  premlum(s)  If  at  any  time  the  Insured  has 
arising  out  of  such  damage  on  the  unit  if  production  used  to  determine  the  percent  concealed  or  misrepresented  any  material 
It  determines  that  it  has  been  prejudiced  of  damage  for  either  period  will  never  be  less  fact  or  committed  any  fraudulent  act 
by  such  failure  to  report  or  by  failure  to  give  than  100  bushels  per  acre  for  the  imlt.  against  the  Corporation  and  such  voldance 

notice  as  required  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  Any  damage  due  to  Insured  causes  and  shall  be  effective  as  of  the  beginning  of  the 


section. 

(b)  Notice  of  the  time  of  intended  harvest¬ 
ing  shall  be  given  to  the  office  for  the  county 
at  least  seven  days  before  the  beginning 
of  harvest  If  a  loss  Is  to  be  claimed,  and  a 
final  adjustment  has  not  been  made  by  that 
time.  Provided,  however.  That  If  damage 
occurs  within  the  seven-day  period  before  the 
beginning  of  harvest,  or  during  harvest, 
and  a  loss  is  to  be  claimed,  notice  shall  be 
given  Immediately. 

13.  Amount  of  loss  and  proof  of  loss,  (a) 
Any  claim  for  loss  on  any  unit  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Corporation,  on  a  form  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Corporation,  within  60  days 
after  harvesting  of  the  Insured  crop  is  com¬ 
pleted  on  the  imlt  but  not  later  than  60 
days  after  the  calendar  date  for  the  end  of 
the  Insurance  period  shown  In  section  6.  The 
Corporation  reserves  the  right  to  provide 
additional  time  If  it  determines  that  cir¬ 
cumstances  beyond  the  control  of  either 
party  prevent  compliance  with  this  provision. 

(b)  Losses  shall  be  determined  separately 
tor  each  unit  and  f(»:  the  period  In  which 
the  loss  occurred,  as  hereinafter  provided,  ex¬ 
cept  that  any  damage  occurring  In  the  second 
period  which  the  Corporation  cannot  ac¬ 
curately  separate  from  damage  occurring  In 
the  first  period  shall  be  treated  as  having 
occurred  in  the  first  period.  The  amount  of 
loss  with  respect  to  any  unit  for  either 
period  shall  be  determined  by  (1)  multiply¬ 
ing  the  Insured  acreage  of  pecuihes  on  the 
unit  by  the  applicable  amount  of  insxirance 
per  acre,  (2)  mxiltlplylng  the  result  thus  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  applicable  percent  of  loss 
determined  In  accordance  with  subsection 

(c)  of  this  section,  and  (3)  multlpl3rlng  the 
result  by  the  Insured  Int^st. 

(c)  Reported  damages  from  Insmed  causes 
shall  be  Indemnified  on  the  basis  of  ^- 
praisals  of  production  made  by  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  the  percent  of  damage  from  Insured 
causes  occurring  within  either  period  shall 
be  determined  by  r^atlng  the  production 
lost  due  to  Insured  causes  to  the  production 


any  appraisals  made  by  the  Corporation  shall 
be  disregarded  and  no  Indemnity  shall  be 
payable  whenever  a  normal  crop  of  peaches, 
as  determined  by  the  Corporation,  on  the 
basis  of  age,  size,  condition,  productive  capa¬ 
bilities,  and  the  cultmal  practices  followed, 
remain  on  the  trees. 

The  maximum  amount  payable  under  t.Mn 
contract  shall  be  80  percent  of  the  amount 
of  insurance  for  a  unit.  Subject  to  this  limi¬ 
tation,  the  percent  of  loss  payable  for  each 
period  and  the  periods  Involved  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

First  Period:  This  period  shall  be  from  the 
date  Insurance  attaches  through  the  later  of 
March  31,  cx  the  date  of  the  last  frost  or 
freeze  damage  occurring  on  the  unit,  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Corporation.  The  percent  of 
loss  payable  as  a  result  of  damage  occmrlng 
during  '^is  period  shall  be  that  in  excess  of 
60  percent  as  determined  In  accordance  wlUi 
the  provisions  hereof.  Any  loss  due  to  a 
number  of  hours  of  chilling  temperatures  in¬ 
sufficient  to  effectively  break  the  dormant 
period  shall  be  deemed  to  have  occurred  In 
this  period. 

Second  Period:  This  period  shall  commence 
on  April  1,  or  the  day  following  the  date  of 
the  last  frost  or  freeze  damage  occurring  (hi 
the  imlt  thereafter,  as  determined  by  the 
Corporation,  and  shall  continue  to  the  end 
of  the  Insurance  period.  The  percent  of  loss 
payable  as  a  result  of  damage  occrirrlng  dur¬ 
ing  this  period  shall  be  that  In  excess  of  29 
percent  as  determined  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  hereof:  Provided,  however.  That 
for  the  unit  this  deductible  shall  be  reduced 
by  1  percentage  point  for  each  1  percent  of 
damage  in  excess  of  40  percent  determined 
by  the  Corporation  to  have  occurred  In  the 
first  period. 

(d)  It  shall  be  a  condition  precedent  to 
payment  of  any  claim  that  the  Insured  fur- 
ni^  records  of  production  harvested  and 
any  Information  required  by  the  Corporation 
regarding  the  manner  and  extent  of  damage 
ot  loss. 


crop  year  which  relates  to  the  Insured  crop 
with  respect  to  which  any  such  act  or  omis¬ 
sion  occurred. 

19.  Subrogation.  The  Insured  (Including 
his  assignee  or  transferee)  assigns  to  the 
Corporation  all  rights  of  recovery  against  any 
person  for  loss  or  damage  to  the  extent  that 
payment  hereunder  Is  made  and  shall  execute 
all  papers  required  and  take  appropriate 
action  to  secure  such  rights. 

20.  Cause  of  loss  not  insured  against.  The 
contract  shall  not  cover  any  loss  due  to  ne¬ 
glect  or  malfeasance  of  the  insured,  any 
member  of  his  household,  his  tenants,  or 
employees,  or  failure  to  follow  recognized 
good  pecMsh  farming  practices,  or  to  any 
cause  other  than  a  cause  Insured  against. 

21.  Payment  of  indemnity,  (a)  Any  indem¬ 
nity  will  be  payable  within  30  days  after  a 
oiw-itn  for  loss  Is  approved  by  the  Corpora¬ 
tion.  However,  in  no  event  shall  the  Corpora- 
ttem  be  liable  for  Interest  or  damages  In  con¬ 
nection  with  any  claim  for  Indemnity  wheth¬ 
er  such  claim  be  approved  or  disapproved 
by  the  Corporation. 

(b)  If  the  Insured  dies  or  Is  Judicially  de¬ 
clared  Incompetent  before  Insurance  attaches 
in  any  crop  year,  the  contract  shall  termi¬ 
nate  as  of  the  date  of  death  or  Judicial  dec¬ 
laration,  but  It  such  an  event  occurs  after 
Insurance  attaches  In  any  crop  year 'the  con¬ 
tract  shall  terminate  at  the  end  of  such  crop 
year  and  any  Indemnity  payable  shall  be  paid 
to  the  person  or  persons  the  CorpOTation 
determines  to  be  beneficially  entitled  thraeto. 

22.  Meaning  of  terms.  For  purposes  of  In¬ 
surance  on  peaches  the  terms: 

(a)  “County  actuarial  table”  means  the 
forms  and  related  material  approved  by  the 
Corporation  which  are  on  file  for  public  In¬ 
spection  In  the  office  for  the  co\mty,  and 
which  show  the  applicable  amounts  of  In¬ 
surance,  premium  rates,  and  related  Infor- 
xnatlcm  with  respect  to  peach  crop  Insurance 
for  the  crop  year  In  the  county. 

(b)  “Office  for  the  coimty”  means  the  Cor¬ 
poration’s  office  for  the  county  shown  In  this 
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Title  10 — Eneify  (d)  ''Administration”  means  the 

CHAPTER  III— CNERGY  RESEARCH  AND  ^^^J^ed  States  Enerp  Research  and  De- 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION  Adm^tration. 

“Administrator”  means  the  Ad- 
PART  125— ^WMITS  FOT  ACCESS  TO  ministratm:  of  the  United  States  En- 
RESTRICTED  DATA  ergy  Research  and  Developnient  Admin- 

Restricted  Data  on  Lithium  Isotope  Istration. 

Separation  “Defense  information”  means  any 

„  ..  Information  in  any  category  determined 

correction  ^  jjy  Government  agency  authorized 

In  PR  Doc.  75-25209  appearing  on  page  to  classify  information,  as  being  infor- 
43481  (rf  the  issue  for  Monday,  Septem-  mation  respecting  relating  to,  or  affect- 
ber  22,  1975,  the  added  subcategory  now  ing  the  national  defense, 
designated  “(d)”  should  be  designated  (g)  “Nuclear  reactor”  means  an  ap- 
“(e)”.  paratus,  other  than  an  attnnic  weapon, 

_  designed  or  used  to  sustain  nuclear  fis- 

Sion  in  a  self-supporting  chain  reaction. 
“Person”  means  (1)  any  individ- 
FOREIGN  ATOMIC  ENERGY  PROGRAMS  corporation,  partnership,  firm,  as- 

A  new  Part  810  is  added  to  10  C7PR  to  sociation,  trust,  estate,  public  or  private 
read  as  follows;  institution,  group.  Government  agency 

other  than  the  Administration,  any  State 
810 1  Purpose  political  subdivision  of,,  or  any  po- 

81o!2  Scope.  litical  entity  within  a  State;  and  (2) 

810.3  DefiniUous.  any  legal  successor,  representative,  agent 

810.4  Communications.  or  agency  of  the  foregoing. 

810.5  Interpretations.  (1)  “Research  and  development” 

means  (1)  theoretical  analinsis.  explora- 

810.7  Oenerally  authoriied  activities.  .,.1  p-rTv>Hm®Tito«nn  •  nr-  /oi  av 

810.8  Grant  a^  revocation  of  specific  au-  7 

thorization.  tension  of  investigative  facilities  and 

810.9  Contents  of  appUcation.  theories  of  a  scientific  or  technical  na- 

810.10  Reports.  ture  Into  practical  application  for  ex- 

810.11  Additional  information.  perimental  and  demonstration  purposes, 

810.12  Violations.  including  the  experimental  production 

810.13  Effective  date.  and  testing  of  motors,  devices,  equip- 

Attthoritt:  Secs.  57. 161,  68  Stat.  932,  948,  ment,  materials,  and  processes. 

as  amended;  42  n.s.c.  2077,  2201;  sec.  104,  (j)  “Restricted  Data”  means  all  data 

Pub.  L.  93-438  (October  11,  1974),  sec.  223,  concerning  (1)  design,  manufacturing  or 
68  stat.  958,  as  amended;  42  UA.C.  2273,  utilization  of  atomic  weapons;  (2)  the 

production  of  special  nuclear  material; 
68  stat.  960,  as  amended.  42  us.c.  2201  (o) .  or  (3)  the  use  of  special  nuclear  material 

§  810.1  Purpose.  in  the  production  of  energy,  but  shall  not 

The  regulations  in  this  part  incorpo-  removed 

rate  a  general  authorization  made  by  the 

Administrator  under  section  57.b.(2)  of  ^ 

L  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  .  Source  mortal  means  s<>urce 

I  amended  (78  Stat.  605);  establish  re- 

porting  requirements  applicable  to  per-  U't.i 

I  sons  who  engage  in  certain  unclassified  ,  Special  nuclei  material  mea^ 

r  activities  in  foreign  atomic  energy  pro- 

I  grams;  and  establish  procedures  govern-  relations  contained  in  10  CPR,  Pari 
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§  810.6  Authorization  requirement. 

Section  67b.(2)  of  the  Act,  as  lmple> 
mented  by  the  Energy  Reorganizaticai 
Act  of  1974,  provides  that  it  shall  be 
unlawful  for  any  person  to  engage  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly  in  the  production  of 
any  spcMsial  nuclear  material  outside  of 
the  United  States  except  (a)  under  an 
agreement  for  cooperation  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  123  of  the  Act,  or  (b) 
upon  authorization  by  the  Administrator 
after  a  determination  that  such  activity 
will  not  be  inimical  to  the  interest  of  the 
United  States. 

§  810.7  Generally  authorized  activities. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  section  57b. (2)  of  the 
Act,  the  Administrator  has  determined 
that  any  activity  which  constitutes  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly  engaging  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  any  special  nuclear  material 
outside  of  the  United  States  will  not  be 
inimical  to  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  and  is  authorized  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  provided  that  it: 

(1)  Does  not  constitute  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  engaging  in  any  such  activity  in 
any  of  the  following  countries  or  areas: 

Albania; 

Bulgaria; 

China,  including  Manchuria  (and  excluding 
Taiwan  (Formosa) )  (Includes  Inner  Mon¬ 
golia;  the  provinces  of  Tsinghai  and  Si- 
Icang;  Sinkiang;  Tibet;  the  former  Kwan- 
tung  Leased  TerrltOTy,  the  present  Port 
.^ihur  Naval  Base  Area  and  Liaoning 
province) ; 

Viet-Nam; 

Cuba; 

Czechoslovakia; 

East  Germany  (Soviet  zone  of  Germany  and 
the  Soviet  Sector  of  Berlin) ; 

Estonia; 

Himgary; 

Latvia; 

Lithuania; 

North  Korea; 

Outer  Mongolia; 

Poland; 

Rumania; 

Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics;  and 

(2)  Does  not  constitute  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  engaging  in  any  of  the  following 
activities  outside  of  the  United  States: 

(i)  Designing  or  assisting  in  the  de¬ 
sign  of  facilities  for  the  chemical  process¬ 
ing  of  irradiated  special  nuclear  material, 
facilities  for  the  production  of  heavy 
water,  facilities  for  the  separation  of 
Isotopes  of  uranium,  or  equipment  or 
components  especially  designed  for  any 
of  the  foregoing;  or 

(ii)  Constructing,  fabricating,  or  oper¬ 
ating  such  facilities;  or 

(iii)  Constructing,  fabricating,  or  fur¬ 
nishing  equipment  or  components  espe¬ 
cially  designed  for  use  in  such  facilities; 
or 

(iv)  Training  foreign  personnel  in  the 
design,  construction,  fabrication,  or 
operation  of  such  facilities  or  equiixnent 
or  components  especially  designed  there¬ 
fore;  or 

(v)  Furnishing  information  not  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  in  published  form '  for 


>  For  purposes  of  this  section,  “Information 
which  is  available  to  the  public  in  published 
form"  shall  Include,  but  not  be  limited  to 
any  information  contained  in  an  application 


use  in  the  design,  construction,  fabrica¬ 
tion  or  opcratkm  of  such  facilities  or 
equipment  or  components  especially  de¬ 
sired  therefore;  end 

(3)  Does  not  involve  the  communica¬ 
tion  of  Restricted  Data  or  other  classified 
defense  information;  and 

(4)  Is  not  in  violation  of  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  law. 

(b)  Pursuant  to  section  57.b.(2)  of 
the  Act,  the  Administrator  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  any  activity  not  generally  au¬ 
thorized  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  which  constitutes  directly 
or  indirectly  engaging  in  the  production 
of  any  special  nuclear  material  outside 
of  the  United  States,  will  not  be  Inimical 
to  the  interest  of  the  United  States,  and 
is  authorized  by  the  Administrator,  pro¬ 
vided  that  it: 

(1)  Does  not  involve  the  commimica- 
tion  of  Restricted  Data  or  other  classified 
defense  information;  and 

(2)  Is  not  in  violation  of  other  pro¬ 
visions  of  law;  and  either. 

(3)  Is  limited  to  participation  in  (i) 
meetings  of  or  conferences  sponsored  by 
educational  institutions,  laboratories, 
scientific  or  technical  organizations;  (ii) 
international  conferences  held  under  the 
auspices  of  a  nation  or  group  of  nations; 
or  (iii)  exchange  programs  approved  by 
the  Department  of  State;  or 

(4)  Is  limited  to  the  furnishing  of  in¬ 
formation  which  is  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  in  published  form*  or  which  will  be 
made  available  to  the  public  in  published 
form  within  60  days  after  the  furnishing 
thereof. 

§  810.8  Grant  and  rev<M-atiuii  of  spcfilir 
authorization. 

(a)  Any  person  who  proposes  to  en¬ 
gage  directly  or  indirectly  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  special  nuclear  material  out¬ 
side  of  the  United  States  may  apply,  un¬ 
less  such  proposed  activity  is  authorized 
pursuant  to  an  agreement  for  coopera¬ 
tion  or  is  authorized  by  §  810.7,  for  a 
specific  authorization  to  the  Energy  Re¬ 
search  and  Development  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545,  attention:  Di¬ 
vision  of  International  Security  Affairs. 

(b)  The  Administrator  will  approve 
an  application  for  a  specific  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  engage  directly  or  indirectly  in 
the  production  of  special  nuclear  mate¬ 
rial  outside  of  the  United  States  by  con¬ 
ducting  any  of  the  activities  enumerated 
in  §  810.7(a)  If,  after  taking  into  account 
following  factors,  he  determines  that 
such  activity  will  not  be  inimical  to  the 
interest  of  the  United  States : 

(1)  Whether  the  United  States  has 
an  agreement  for  cooperation  with  the 
country  in  which  the  proposed  activity 
will  be  conducted: 

(2)  Whether  the  country  in  which  the 
proposed  activity  will  be  conducted  is  a 


filed  in  accordance  with  the  regulations  of 
the  U.5.  Patent  Office  and  eligible  for  foreign 
filing  under  35  n.S.C.  184.  In  addition,  in¬ 
formation  which  is  available  from  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  pursuant  to  5  n.S.C.  552  shall, 
for  purposes  of  this  section,  be  deemed  to  be 
Information  available  to  the  public  in  pub¬ 
lished  form. 

»Ibid. 


party  to  the  treaty  on  the  Nwiprolifera- 
tion  of  Nuclear  Weapons  (NPT)  and, 
pursuant  thereto,  has  entered  into  an 
agreement  with  the  International  Atomic 
Energy  Agency  (IAEA)  for  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  safeguards  to  its  peaceful  nuclear 
activities; 

(3)  Whether  the  coimtry  in  which  the 
proposed  activity  will  be  conducted,  if 
not  a  party  to  the  NPT,  will  accept  IAEA 
safeguards  with  respect  to  the  project; 

(4)  The  relative  significance  of  the 
proposed  activity  and  availsdjility  of 
comparable  assistance  from  other 
sources;  and 

(5)  Any  other  fact  which  may  bear 
upon  the  political,  economic,  or  security 
interests  of  the  United  States. 

(c)  An  authorization  pursuant  to  this 
§  810.8  may  be  revoked,  suspended,  or 
modified,  in  whole  or  in  part: 

(1)  For  any  material  false  statement 
in  the  application  for  an  authorization 
or  in  any  additional  Information  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  §  810.11,  or 

(2)  If  the  Administrator  finds  that  the 

conduct  of  any  or  all  of  the  authorized 
activities  would  be  inimical  to  the  inter¬ 
est  of  the  United  States.  ~ 

§  810.9  Gontents  of  application. 

(a)  Each  application  shall  contain  the 
following  information: 

(1 )  The  full  name,  address  and  citizen¬ 
ship  of  tlie  applicant.  If  the  applicant  is 
a  corporation  or  other  entity,  it  shall  in¬ 
dicate  the  State  where  it  was  incorpo¬ 
rated  or  organized,  the  location  of  the 
principal  office,  and  shall  furnish  infor¬ 
mation  known  to  the  applicant  concern¬ 
ing  the  control  or  ownership,  if  any,  ex¬ 
ercised  over  the  applicant  by  any  alien, 
foreign  corporation  or  foreign  Govern¬ 
ment.  Each  application  shall  contain 
complete  and  accurate  disclosure  with 
respect  to  the  real  party  or  parties  in 
interest. 

(2)  A  complete  statement  of  the  ac¬ 
tivity  for  which  Administration  authoi’- 
ization  is  requested,  including  designa¬ 
tion  of  the  country  or  countries  involved 
and  a  detailed  description  of  the  specific 
project  to  which  such  activity  relates. 

<b)  If  the  application  contains  re¬ 
stricted  data  or  other  defense  informa¬ 
tion,  it  shall  be  prepared  in  such  manner 
that  all  restricted  data  and  other  defense 
information  are  separated  from  the  un¬ 
classified  information. 

(c)  Information  contained  in  applica¬ 
tions,  statements  or  reports  otherwise 
filed  by  the  applicant  with  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  may  be  incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence,  provided  that  each  such  reference 
is  clear  and  specific. 

§  810.10  Reports. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(c)  of  this  section,  each  person  who  en¬ 
gages  in  an  activity  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section  shall  vdthjn 
30  days  from  the  commencement  of  such 
activity  submit  a  report  to  the  Energy 
Research  and  Development  Administra¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention: 
Division  of  International  Security  Af¬ 
fairs.  Each  such  report  shall  contain  the 
following  information: 
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(1)  The  name,  address  and  citizenship 
of  the  pers<Hi  submitting  the  report; 

(2)  The  name,  address  and  citizenship 
of  the  perscm  or  pe^ns  for  whom  such 
activities  are  perfoimed; 

(3)  A  description  of  the  activity,  in¬ 
cluding  its  locations. 

(b)  Activities  to  be- reported: 

(1)  The  design,  construction,  or  oper¬ 
ation,  outside  the  United  States,  of: 

(1)  A  nuclear  reactor;  or 

(ii)  A  facility  for  the  separation  of 
isotopes  of  plutonium;  or 

(iii)  A  facility  for  the  chemical,  phys¬ 
ical  (X  metallurgical  processing  or  fab¬ 
rication  or  alloying  of  special  nuclear 
material;  or 

(iv)  A  facility  for  the  production  of 
zirconium  (hafnium-free  or  low- 
hafnium)  ,  reactor-grade  graphite,  or 
beryllivun;  or 

(2)  The  design  or  fabrication  outside 
the  United  States,  of  any  component  part 
especially  designed  or  fabricated  for  a 
nuclear  reactor  or  other  facility  specified 
in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph; 
or 

(3)  The  fumishi^  of  designs,  draw¬ 
ings,  or  other  technical  data  for  use  out¬ 
side  the  United  States  in  the  construc- 

■  tion  or  operation  a  facility  specified 
in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph 
or  in  the  fabrication  of  a  component  part 
specified  In  subparagraph  (2)  of  this 
paragraph;  or 
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(4)  The  separation,  outside  of  the 
United  States,  of  Isotopes  of  uranium  or 
plutonium,  or 

(5)  The  production,  outside  the 
United  States,  of  heavy  water,  zircoolum 
(hafnium-free  or  low-hafnium) ,  reactor- 
grade  graphite,  or  beryllium;  or 

(6)  The  chemical,  physical  or  metal- 
Imgical  processing  or  fabricating  or  al¬ 
loying,  outside  the  United  States,  of  spe¬ 
cial  nuclear  material. 

(c)  The  reporting  requirements  of 
this  section  shall  not  apply  to: 

(1)  Any  activity  consisting  only  of  (i) 
the  communication  of  information  gen¬ 
erally  available  to  the  public  in  published 
form;  or  (il)  financial  assistance;  or  (ill) 
the  transmittal  of  information  relating 
only  to  conceptual  design  or  performance 
characteristics  of  nuclear  reactors  or 
facilities;  or  (iv)  the  comparative  eval¬ 
uation  of  types  of  reactors  or'  facilities; 
or  (v)  any  combination  of  the  foregoing. 

(2)  Any  person  to  the  extent  that  such 
person  engages  in  activity  authorized  by 
§  810.7  as  the  employee  of  a  person  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  a  report  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(3)  Any  activity  specifically  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Administrator. 

§  810.11  Additional  information. 

The  Administration  may  at  any  time 
require  any  person  who  engages  in  ac¬ 


tivity  ^)ecified  in  §  810.10  to  submit  addi¬ 
tional  Information  wiUi  respect  to  such 
activity. 

§  810.12  Violations. 

An  injunction  or  other  court  order  may 
be  obtained  prohibiting  any  violation  of 
any  provision  of  the  act  or  any  regulation 
or  order  issued  thereimder.  Any  person 
who  wilfully  violates  any  provision  of 
the  act  or  any  regulation  or  order  issued 
thereimder  may  be  guilty  of  a  crime  and, 
upon  conviction,  may  be  punished  by 
fine  or  imprisonment  or  both,  as  provided 
by  law. 

§810.13  Effective  date. 

The  regulations  in  this  part  are  effec¬ 
tive  September  30, 1975. 

Note. — ^The  repOTtlng  requirements  con¬ 
tained  herein  have  been  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Management,  and  Budget  tn  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Federal  Beports  Act  of  1042. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,'this  23rd 
day  of  September,  1975. 

For  the  Energy  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration. 

Edward  B.  Gills, 
Acting  Assistant  Administraior 
for  National  Security. 

[FB  DOC.7&-26044  FUed  0-28-75;  8:46  am] 
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Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 
CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

(Regs.  O,  T,  n  and  X] 

PART  207— SECURITIES  CREDIT  MY  PER¬ 
SONS  OTHER  THAN  BANKS.  BROKERS, 
OR  DEALERS 

PART  220— CREDIT  BY  BROKERS 
AND  DEALERS 

PART  221— CREDIT  BY  BANKS  FOR  THE 
PURPOSE  OF  PURCHASING  OR  CARRY¬ 
ING  MARGIN  STOCKS 

PART  224 — RULES  GOVERNING  BORROW¬ 
ERS  WHO  OBTAIN  SECURITIES  CREDIT 

OTC  Margin  Stock  List 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  section  7 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(15  U.S.C.  78g)  and  in  accordance  with 
§  207.2(f)  (2)  of  Regulation  G,  “Securi¬ 
ties  Chredit  by  Persons  other  than  Banks, 
Brokers  or  Dealers.”  S  220.2(e)  (2)  of 
Regulation  T,  “Credit  by  Brokers  and 
Dealers,”  and  8  221.3(d)  (2)  of  Regula¬ 
tion  U,.  “Credit  by  Banks  for  the 
Purpose  of  Purchasing  or  Carrying  Mar¬ 
gin  Stocks,”  and  in  accordance  with  the 


criteria  specified  in  8  207S  of  Regula¬ 
tion  O,  8  220.8(h)  and  (1)  of  Regulation 

T,  and  8  221.4(d)  and  (e)  of  Regulation 

U,  there  is  set  forth  below  the  Ust  of 
stocks  traded  over-the-counter,  current 
as  of  September  29, 1975,  that  the  Board 
of  Governors  has  found  meet  the 
criteria  specified  above  and  thus  have  the 
degree  of  national  Investor  interest,  the 
depth  and  breadth  of  market,  and  the 
availability  of  information  respecting  the 
stock  and  its  issuer  to  warrant  subjecting 
such  stocks  to  the  requirements  of 
Regulations  G,  T,  U  and  X,  12  C.F.R.  224, 
which  makes  Regulations  G,  T  and  U 
applicable  to  borrowers  of  securities 
cr^it. 

It  is  imlawful  for  any  person  to  cause 
any  representation  to  be  made  that  in¬ 
clusion  of  a  security  on  this  List  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  Board  or  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  has  in  any 
way  approved  such  security  or  transac¬ 
tion  therein.  Also,  any  reference  to  the 
Board  in  connection  with  this  List  or 
any  securities  thereon  in  an  advertise¬ 
ment  or  similar  communication  is  un¬ 
lawful. 


The  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  with 
respect  to  notice  and  public  participa¬ 
tion  were  not  followed  in  connection  with 
the  issuance  of  this  Ust  because  follow¬ 
ing  such  requirements  is  unnecessary  due 
to  the  objective  character  of  the  criteria 
for  inclusion  on  the  List,  specified  in  12 
C.P.R.  207.5  (d)  and  (e),  220.8  (h)  and 
(i) ,  and  221.4  (d)  and  (e).  No  additional 
useful  information  would  be  gained  by 
public  participation.  The  requirements 
of  5  U.S.C.  553  with  respect  to  deferred 
effective  date  have  not  been  followed  in 
connection  with  issuance  of  this  List  be¬ 
cause  to  do  so  would  allow  some  persons 
to  reap  imfair  profits  and  would  not  aid 
other  persons  affected  thereby. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System  acting  by  its 
Director  of  the  (^ce  of  Saver  and  Con¬ 
sumer  Affairs  pursuant  to  delegated  au¬ 
thority  (12  C  JR.  266.2(h)  (1) ) ,  effective 
September  29,  1975. 

IsEAL]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
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LIST  OF  OTC  MARGIN  STOCKS 
as  of  September  29, 1975 


This  List  of  OTC  Margin  Stocks  is  comprised  of  stocks  traded  over-the-counter 
(OTC)  that  have  been  determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
to  be  subject  to  margin  requirements  as  of  September  29, 1975,  pursuant  to  Sections  207.2(f) 
of  Federal  Reserve  Regulation  G,  "'Securities  Credit  by  Persons  other  than  Banks,  Brokers  or. 
Dealers,"  220.2(e)  of  Regulation  T,  "Credit  by  Brokers  and  Dealers,"  and  221.3(d)  of 
Regulation  U,  "Credit  by  Banks  for  the  Purpose  of  Purchasing  or  Carrying  Margin  Stocks." 


The  List  is  published  from  time  to  time  by  the  Board  as  a  guide  for  lenders  subject 
to  the  regulations  and  the  general  public.  Stocks  will  be  added  to  the  List,  or  deleted,  in  the 
Interim  between  publications  as  deemed  appropriate  by  the  Board.  This  List  supersedes  the 
previous  List  of  OTC  Margin  Stocks  published  as  of  July  29,  1974,  including  changes  thereto. 


CAUTION:  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person  to  cause  any  representation  to  be  made  that 
Inclusion  of  a  security  on  this  List  indicates  that  the  Board  or  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  has  in  any  way  approved  such  security  or  transactions  therein.  Also,  any  refer¬ 
ences  to  the  Board  in  connection  with  this  List  or  any  securities  thereon  in  an  advertisement 
or  similar  communication  is  unlawful. 

Any  inquiry  relating  to  this  List  or  to  Regulations  G,  T,  U  or  X  should  be  addressed 
to  the  nearest  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 


(Prepared  for  Purposes  of  Regulations  G,  T,  U  and  X) 


BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS 
OF  THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
WASHINGTON 
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ASG  INDUSTRIES.  INC. 
91. 00  par  eommoa 


AVM  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


ACADEMY  INSURANCE  GROUP 
$.10  par  common 


AC  MAT  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


ACUSHNET  COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


AUDISON-WESLEY  PUBLISHINO 
COMPANY,  INC. 

Class  B,  no  par  common 


ADVANCE  ROSS  CORPORATION 
$.  10  par  common 


ADVANCED  MEMORY  SYSTEMS,  INC. 
$.  10  par  common 


ADVANCED  MICRO  DEVICES,  INC. 
9. 01  par  common 


AFFIUATED  BANKSHARES  OF 
COLORADO.  INC. 

|S,  00  par  common 


AG-MET.  INC. 

9. 50  par  common 


ALABAMA-TENNESSEE  NATURAL  CAS 
COMPANY 
9L  00  par  common 


ALEXANDER  It  ALEXANDER  SERVICES 
INC. 

91. 00  par  common 

ALEXANDER  A  BALDWIN,  INC. 

No  par  common 

ALICO.  INC. 

91. 00  par  common 


ALLEGHENY  BEVERAGE  CORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 


ALLERGAN  PHARMACEUTICALS 
No  par  common 


ALLIED  BANCSHARES.  INC. 
9L  00  par  common 


ALUED  TELEPHONE  COMPANY 
92. 00  par  common 


ALLYN  AND  BACON,  INC. 
9.  SO  par  common 


AMAREX,  INC. 

91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  APPRAISAL  ASSOCIATES, 
INC. 

91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  BANK  AND  TRUST  COMPANY 
OF  PENNSYLVANIA 
95. 00  par  common-capital 


AMERICAN  BANKERS  INSURANCE  COMPANY 
OF  FLORIDA 
91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  BANKERS  LIFE  ASSURANCE 
COMPANY  OF  FLORIDA 
91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  BEEF  PACKERS,  INC. 
9L  00  par  common 


AMERICAN  COMMONWEALTH  FINANCIAL 
CORPORATION 
9L  00  par  common 


AMERICAN  ELECTRONIC  LABORATORIES, 
INC. 

Class  A,  9L  00  par  eominon 


AMERICAN  EXPRESS  COMPANY 
9. 60  par  «ommon 


AMERICAN  FIDELITY  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 

AMERICAN  FLETCftER  CORPORATION 
95.  00  par  common 


AMERICAN  FURNITURE  COMPANY.  INC. 
91.  00  par  common 


AMERICAN  GREETINGS  CORPORATION 
Class  A,  9L  00  par  common 


AMERICAN  HERITAGE  LIFE  INVESTMENT 
CORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  INCOME  LIFE  INSURANCE  ’ 
COMPANY 
91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  INTERNATIONAL  GROUP,  INC. 
92.  50  par  common 


AMERICAN  MICROSYSTEMS.  INC. 
91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  NATIONAL  FINANCIAL 
CORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  NUCLEAR  CORPORATION 
9. 04  par  common 


AMERICAN  QUASAR  PETROLEUM 
COMPANY 
No  par  common 


AMERICAN  RE-INSURANCE  COMPANY 
91.  50  par  capital 


AMERICAN  RESERVE  CORPORATION 
92, 00  par  common 


AMERICAN  SAVINGS  A  LOAN  ASSOCIATION 
9. 33-1/3  par  permanent  reserve 
guarantee  stock 


AMERICAN  SECURITY  AND  TRUST  COMPANY 
93.  33-1/3  par  capital 


AMERICAN  TELECOMMUNICATIONS  CORPORATDN 
9. 10  par  common 


AMERICAN  TELEVISION  AND  COMMUNICATIONS 
CORPORATION 
9. 75  par  common 

AMERICAN  WELDING  k  MANVFACTVRIMO 
COMPANY,  THE 
No  par  common 


AMTERRE  DEVELOPMENT  INC. 
9. 01  par  common 

ANADITE.  INC. 

No  par  common 


ANALOG  DEVICES.  INC. 
9.16-2/3  par  conunon 


ANHEUSER-BUSCH,  INC. 
91. 00  par  common 


1 


ANTA  CORPORATION 

91. 00  par  commoa 


APFLEBAUMS*  FOOD  MARKETS.  INC. 
9L  00  par  eommoa 


APPLIED  DIGITAL  DATA  SYSTEMS  INC. 
9. 01  par  commaa 


ARDEN-MAYFAIR.  INC. 
91. 00  par  common 


ARIZONA  BANK.  THE 
92. 50  par  conunon 


ARKANSAiPWESTERN  GAS  COMPANV 

92. 50  par  common 


ARLEN  PROPERTY  INVESTORS 

91. 00  par  shares  ol  beneOcial  inttrcM 


ARVJDA  CORPORATION 
91.  00  par  commoa 


ASSOCIATED  COCA-COLA  BOTTLlNa 
COMPANY.  INC, 

9. 50  par  common 


ASSOCIATED  MADISON  COMPANIES.  INC. 
9. 40  par  common 


ASSOCIATED  TRUCK  LINES,  INC. 
Class  A,  93, 00  par  common 


ATLANTA  GAS  LIGHT  COMPANY 
95. 00  par  common 


ATLANTIC  BANCORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 


ATLANTIC  STEEL  COMPANY 
95, 00  par  common 


ATWOOD  OCEANICS,  INC. 
91. 00  par  common 


AUTOMATED  MEDICAL  LABORATORIES, 
INC. 

9. 01  par  common 


BBDO  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 
9. 10  par  common 


BMA  CORPORATION 
92. 00  par  common 


BAIRD-ATOMIC.  INC. 
91. 00  par  common 


BAIRD  k  WARNER  MORTGAGE  AND 
REALTY  INVESTORS 
No  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


BANCO  CREDITO  Y  AHORRO  PONCENO 
95,  00  par  commoa 


BANCO  DE  PONCE 

95. 00  par  common 


BANCO  POPULAR  DE  PUERTO  RICO 
910. 00  par  common 


BANCOHIO  CORPORATION 
96. 66-2/3  par  common 


BANCOKLAHOMA  CORPORATION 
94. 00  par  common 


BANCSHARES  OF  NEW  JERSEY 
95. 00  par  common 

BANGOR  HYDRO-ELECTRIC  COMPANY 
95. 60  par  comawn 
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BANK  BUILDING  A  EQUIPMENT 
CORPORATION  OF  AMERICil 
$1.  33-1^3  par  commoa 


BANK  OF  THE  COMMONWEALTH 
%.  05  par  common 


BANK  OF  TOKYO  OF  CALIFCnNIA*  VEDI 
#5. 00  par  common 


BANKAMERICA  CORPORATIOK 
(3. 125  par  common 


BANKAMERICA  REALTY  INVE^RS 
4L  00  par  sharea  of  beneficial 
Interest 


BANKERS  SECURITY  LIFE  INSURANCE 
SOCIETY 
#3. 00  par.  common 


BANKERS  TRUST  OF  SOUTH  CAROLINA 
$10. 00  par  .common 


BANKS  OF  IOWA,  INC. 

No  par  common,  $2. 50  par  stated 
value 


BANT  A,  GEORGE  COMPANY,  INC. 
$.10  par  common 


BARBER -GREENE  COMPANY 
$5. 00  par  common 


BARDEN  CORPORATION,  THE 
$L  00  par  commoa 


BARNES-HIND  PHARMACEUTICALS,  INC, 
No  par  common 


BARNETT  BANKS  OF  FLORIDA,  INC. 
$2, 00  par  commoa 


BARNETT  WINSTON  INVESTMENT  TROST 
$.10  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


BASSETT  FURNITURE  INDUSTRIES,  INC, 
$5. 00  par  common 


BATLESS,  A.  J.  MARKETS,  INC. 
$L  00  par  common 

BATSTATE  CORPORATION 
$7.M  par  common 


BEELINE  FASHIONS,  INC. 
No  par  common 


BEKINS  COMPANY.  THE 
No  par  common 


BENEFICIAL  STANDARD  CORPORATCV 
Class  A,  $1. 00  par  commoa 
..  Class  B,  $1. 00  par  cm&maa 


BENTLEY  LABORATORIES,  INC, 
$.10  par  common 

BETZ  LABORATORIES.  INC. 
$.10  par  commoa 

Bl-LO,  hoc. 

$.  33-1/3  par  common 


BIBB  COMPANY.  THE 
No  par  commoa 

BIO-MEDICAL  BCIQICES,  INC. 
$.10  par  commoa 


BIRO  A  SON.  INC. 
No  par  commoa 


BLACK  HILLS  POWER  AND  UOBV 
CCAIPANT 
$L  00  par  eoBomea 
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BLOCK  mOG  COMPANT.IMC. 
Class  A.  $.10  par  commoa 


BLUE  CRIP  STAMPS 
$L  00  par  commoa 


BOATMEN’S  BANCSHARES.  INC. 
$10. 00  par  commoa 


BOB  EVANS  FARMS.  INC. 

No  par  commoa 

BOHEMIA  INC. 

No  par  common 

BONANZA  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 
No  par  common 


BOOTH  NEWSPAPERS.  INC. 
$.  50  par  common 


BOOZ,  ALLEN  A  HAMILTON  INC. 
$.  25  par  common 


BRADEN  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


BRENCO.  INC. 

$1. 00  par  common 


BROADVIEW  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


BROWNING 

$1. 00  par  common 


BUCKBEE-MEARS  COMPANY 
$.10  par  common 


BUCKEYE  INTERNATIONAL,  INC, 
No  par  common 


BURNUP  &  SIMS  INC. 
$.10  par  common 


BUTLER  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY 
No  par  common 

CBT  CORPORATION 
$10. 00  par  common 


CFS  CONTINENTAL.  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


CP  FINANCIAL  CORPORATIOK 
$1. 00  par  common 


CALBIOCHEM 

$1. 00  par  common 


CAUPORNIA  WATER  SERVICE  COMPAHT 

$12,  SO  par  common 


CALIFORNIA-WESTERN  STATES  UPB 
INSURANCE  COMPANY 
$2. 50  par  common 


CAMPBELL  TAGGART,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


CANNON  Mn.LS  COMPANY 
$5. 00  par  commoa 


CARBOLTNE  COMPANY 

$L  00  par  commoa 


CAYMAN  CORPORATIOK 

$.10  par  commoa 


CEDAR  POINT.  INC. 
$1. 00  par  commoa 


CENCOR. INC. 

$L  00  par  commoa 


CENTRAL  BANCORPORATION,  INC., 
THE 

$5. 00  par  common 


CENTRAL  BANCSHARES  OF  THE  SOUTH, 
INC. 

$  .  00  par  common  ' 


CENTRAL  BANKING  SYSTEM.  INC. 

$  .  50  par  capital 

CENTRAL  CAROLINA  BANK  AND  TRUST 
COMPANY 
$5. 00  par  common 


CENTRAL  JERSEY  BANK  AND  TRUST 
COMPANY,  THE 
$  .  50  par  capital 


CENTRAL  MORTGAGE  &  REALTY  TRUST 
$1,  00  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


CENTRAL  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
(Virginia)  , 

$5. 00  par  common 


.  CENTRAL  VERMONT  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
CORPORATION 
$6. 00  par  common 


CENTRAN  CORPORATION 
$8, 00  par  common 


CENTURY  TELEPHONE  ENTERPRISES, 
INC, 

$1. 00  par  common 

CHAMPION  PARTS  REBUILDERS,  INC. 
$.10  par  common 


CHARTER  BANKSHARES  CORPORATION 
$3, 00  par  commoa 


CHATHAM  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


CHEMICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  MC. 
$2.  50  par  common 


CHICAGO  BRIDGE  &  IRON  COMPANY 
$5.  00  par  common 


CHRISTIANA  SECURITIES  COMPANY 
$1. 25  par  common 


CHUBB  CORPORATION.  THE 
$1. 00  par  commoa 


CHURCH'S  FRIED  CHICKEN,  INC. 
$.12  par  common 


CINCINNATI  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
$2. 00  par  common 


CITIZENS  AND  SOUTHERN  CORPORATION, 
THE  (South  Carolina) 

$2.  50  par  common 


CITIZENS  AND  SOUTHERN  NATIONAL 
BANK  OF-  GEORGIA 
$2. 50  par  common 


CITIZENS  UTILITIES  COMPANY 
Series  A,  $1. 00  par  common 
Series  B,  $1, 00  par  conjmon 


CITY  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
$5. 00  par  common 

CLARK,  J,  L.  MANUFACTinUNG  COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


CLEVEPAK  CORPORATION 
$t.  00  par  comnum 
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CLEVETRUST  CORPORATION 
110/00.  par  common 


cLevetrhst  realty  INVESTCaa 

(1. 00  par  shares  of  beneficial  Inttrwrt 


CLOW  CORPORATION 
)6. 25  par  common 


COASTAL  STATES  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


COCA-COLA  BOTTLING  COMPANY 
CONSOLIDATED 
$1. 00  par  common 


COCA-COLA  BOTTLING  COMPANY  OP 
LOS  ANGELES 
No  par  common 


COCA-COLA  BOTTLING  COMPANY  OF 
MIAMI,  INC.,  THE 
$.10  par  common 


COHERENT  RADIATION 
$.  SO  par  common 


COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


COLONIAL  LIFE  &  ACCIDENT  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
Class  B,  non-voting, 

$1. 00  par  common 


COLUMBIA  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


COMBANKS  CORPORATION 
$1, 00  par  common 


COMBINED  INSURANCE  COMPANY 
OF  AMERICA 
$1. 00  par  common 


COMMERCE  BANCSHARES,  INC. 
$5.  00  par  common 


COMMERCIAL  TRUST  COMPANY 
OF  NEW  JERSEY 
$5.  00  par  capital 


COMMONW  EALTH  TEI.EPllONE  COMPANY 
$6.  66-2/3  par  common 


COMMUNICATIONS  PROPERTIES,  INC, 
$1. 00  par  common 


COMPUTER  AUTOMATION,  INC. 
$.10  par  common 


COMPUTER  MACHINERY  CORPORATION 
$.10  par  common 


COMPUTER  USAGE  COMPANY 
$.25  par  common 


COMPUTERVISION  CORPtlRATlON.  THE 
$.  05  par  common  ' 

COMTEN.  INC. 

$.  05  par  common 


CONNECTIC  UT  FINANCIAL  SERVICES 
CORPORATION 
$5.  00  par  common 


CONNECTICUT  GENERALTNSURANCE 
CORPORATION 
$2.  50  par  common 


CONNECTICUT  NATIONAL  BANK 
$5. 00  par  common 


CONSOLIDATED  PAPERS,  INC. 
$12.  50  par  common 
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CONStn«ERS  WATER  COMPANY 
$1.00  par  common 


CONTEXT  IMIWSTRIES.  INC. 
$.10  pw'commoa 


CONTINENTAL  BANK  (Pennsylvania) 
$5. 00  par  common 


CONTINENTAL  WESTERN  INDUSTRIES. 
INC. 

$5. 00  par  common 


CONWED  CORPORATION 
$5.00  par  common 


CORDIS  CORPORATION 
$1.  00  par  common 


CORNELIUS  COMPANY,  THE 
$.  20  par  common 


COUSINS  PROPERTIES  INC. 

$1. 00  par  common 

CRADDOCK -TERRY  SHOE  CORPORATION 
$1.  00  par  common 

CROSS  COMPANY,  THE 
$5,  00  par  common 


CRUM  A  FORSTER 

$1.  25  par  common 


CULLUM  COMPANIl^!,  INC, 
$1,  00  par  common 


CURTIS  NOLL  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


DANIEL  INTERNATIONAL  CORPORATION 
$2. 00  par  common 


DART  DRUG  CORPORATION 
Class  A,  $1.  00  par  common 


DATA  100  CORPORATION 
$.  50  par  common 


DATA  POINT  CORPORATION 
$.25  par  common 


UAVTON  MALLEABLE  INC. 

No  par  common 

DECISION  DATA  COMPUTER  CORPORATION 
$.10  par  common 


DECORATOR  INDUSTRIES.  INC. 
No  par  common 


DEKALB  AGRESEARCH,  INC. 
Class  B,  no  par  conunon 


DEIJH  INTERNATIONAL  OIL  CORPORATION 
$.10  par  con)mon 


DELUXE  CHECK  PRINTERS.  INC. 
$1.  00  par  common 


DEPOSIT  GUARANTY  CORTORATION 
No  par  common 


DETHra  CHEMICAL  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 
$2.  00  par  common 


DETROITBANK  CORPORATION 
$10. 00  par  common 


DIAGNOSTIC  DATA,  INC. 
$1, 00  par  common 


DIAMOND  CRYSTAL  SAI  T  COMPANY 
$2.  so  par  common 
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DIAMOND  SHAMROCK  CORPORATION 
Series  E,  $1.  IS  par  coavertibld 
preferred 

DIAMCWDKEAD  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


DIVERSIFIED  EARTH  SCIENCES,  INC. 
$.  80  par  common 


DIXON.  JOSEPH  CRUCIBLE  COMPANY,  THE 
$10. 00  par  common 


DOCUTEL  CORPORATION 
$.10  par  common 


DOLLAR  GENERAL  CORPORATION 
$.  50  par  common 


DOMINION  BANKSHARES  CORPORATION 
$5, 00  par  common 


DOMINION  MORTGAGE  A  REALTY  TRUST 
$.10  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


DONA UISON  COMPANY,  INC. 
$5. 00  par  common 


DORCHESTER  GAS  CORPORATION 
$.10  par  common 


DOW'  JONES  A  COMPANY,  INC. 
$1,  00  par  common 


DOWNE  COMMUNICATIONS.  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


DOYLE  DANE  BERNBACH  INC. 
$,  50  par  common 


DUCKWAI.L  STORES.  INC. 
$2.  50  par  common 


DUNKIN'  DONUTS  INC. 

$1,  00  par  common 

DURHAM  LIKE  INSURANCE  COMPAMY 
$5.  00  par  common 


DUniRON  COMPANY,  INC.,  TUB 
$1. 25  par  common 


ERC  CORPORATION 
$2.  50  par  common 


EARTH  SCIENCES,  INC. 

$.  01  par  common 

EASTMET  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


ECONOMICS  LABORATORY,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


EDUCATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 
$.  20  par  common 

EL  PASO  ELECTRIC  COMPANY 
No  par  common 


ELBA  SYSTEMS  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


ELECTRO-NUCT.EONICS.  INC. 
$.02-1/2  par  common 


El.lZABETHTOWN  WATEB  COMPANY 
No  par  common 


ELLIS  BANKING  CORPOBATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


EMERSONS.  LTD. 

$.01  par  commo* 
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SUPnUE  GENERAL  CORPORATION 
fL  M  par  coouBoa 


ENERGY  CONVERSION  DEVICES,  INC# 
A.  01  par^commott 


ENVIRODYNE.  INC. 
^,10  par  comiaoB 


EQtHTABLE  BANCORPORATION 
f  S.  00  par  comiaoa 


equitable  LIFB  JNSURANCE  COMPANT 
OEX)WA 
41. 00  par  comnoB 


EQUITABLE  SAVINGS  A  LOAN 
DISSOCIATION 
48. 00  par  reaerre  fond 
capital  atock 


EQUITY  OIL  COMPANY 
4L  00  par  comnoa 


ERIE  TECHNOLOGICAL  PRODUCTS# 
42.  SO  par  common 


ETBAn  Allen,  inc. 

Clue  A,  IL  00  par  common 


XZCBANGE  BANCORPORATK3N,  INC. 
48.  SO  par  common 


XXCSANGE  oil  a  gas  CORPOBATIOIf 
41. 00  par  common 


FAIR  LANES,  INC. 

4L  00  par  common 


FARXNOK  ELECTRIC 
No  par  common 


FARMER  BROTHERS  COMPANY 
4L  00  par  common 


FARMERS  GROUP,  INC. 
41. 00  par  common 


farmers  new  world  life 

INSURANCE  COMPANY 

4L  00  par  common 


federated  income  a  private 

PLACEMENT  FUND 
4L  00  par  capital 


FIDELCOR.  INC. 

4L  00  par  common 


FIDEUTY  AMERICAN  BANESHARES# 
INC. 

45. 00  par  common 


fidelity  CORPORATION 
SI.  00  par  commcrn 


FIDEUTY  UNION  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
SL  00  par  common  . 


FIFTH  THIRD  BANCORP 
S8. 66-2/3  par  common 


FINGERHUT  CORPORATION 
SL  00  par  common 


FIRST  A  MERCHANTS  CORPORATlOK 
S7.  SO  par  common 


FIRST  ALABAMA  BANCSHARES,  INC. 
la.  SO  par  common 


FIRST  AMERICAN  FINANCIAL 
CORPORATION.  THE 
41. 00  par  common 


FIRST  BANC  GROUP  OP  OBIO#  IMC. 
No  par  common#  fiiOO  atnlwl 
valtttt 


FIRST  BANCGROUP-ALABAMA.  INC. 
44. 00  par’ common 


FIRST  BANCSHARES  OF  FLCEUDA#  IMC. 
SLOOpar  common 


FIRST  BANK  SYSTEM.  INC, 
S2.  SO  par  capital 


FIRST  B<?STON  CORPORATICai,  THE 
SL  66-2/3  par  capital 


FIRST  CAPITAL  CORPORATION 
45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  CITY  BANCORPORATION  OF 
TEXAS.  INC. 

46.  so  par  common 


FIRST  COLONY  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
SL  00  par  common 

FIRST  COMMERCE  CORPORATION 
45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  COMMERCIAL  BANKS  INC, 
45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  CONTINENTAL  REAL  ESTATE 
INVESTMENT  TRUST 
41. 00  par  Bharea  of  beneficial 
interest 


FIRST  EMPIRE  STATE  CORPORATION 
45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  EXECUTIVE  CORPORATION 
42. 00  3^  common 


FIRST  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
(Florida) 

4L  00  par  common 


FIRST  GREATWEST  CORPORATION 
44. 00  par  common 


FDIST  HAWAIIAN,  INC, 
45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  JERSEY  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
45. 00  par  capital 


First  Maryland  Bancorp 
45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  NATIONAL  CHARTER  CORPORATION 
412. 50  par  common 


FIRST  NATIONAL  CINCINNATI 
CORPORATION 
45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  NATIONAL  HOLDING  CORPORATION 
45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  OKLAHOMA  BANCORPORATION, 
INC. 

45. 00  par  common 


FIRST  SECURITY  CORPORATION 

41. 25  par  common 


FIRST  TENNESSEE  NATIONAL  CORPORATIOH 
42. 50  par  common 


FIRST  TEXAS  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
4L  00  par  common 


FIRST  UNION  CORPORATION 
43. 33-1/3  par  common 


FIRST  UNION.  INC. 
’4l0. 00  par  common 


FIRST  UNITED  BANCORpClRATION.  INC. 
410. 00  par  common 


FIRST  WESTERN  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
4L  00  par  common 

FLAGSHIP  BANKS  INC. 

41. 00  par  common 


FLEXSTEEL  INDUSTRIES.  INC. 
41. 00  par  common 


FUCKINGER.  S.  M.  COMPANY,  INC. 

42. 50  par  common 


FLORIDA  COMMERCIAL  BANKS,  INC, 
4L  00  par  common 


FLORIDA  CYPRESS  GARDENS,  INC. 

4. 25  par  common 


FLORIDA  MINING  A  MATERIALS 
CORPORATION 
41. 00  par  common 


FLORIDA  NATIONAL  BANKS  OF 
FLORIDA.  INC. 

412. 50  par  common 


FOODWAYS  NATIONAL,  INC. 

4. 25  par  common 


FOREST  OIL  corporation 
4L  00  par  common 


FOUNDERS  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
41. 00  par  common 


franklin  electric  company,  me, 

4. 50  par  common 


franklin  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY, 
THE 

42. 00  par  common 


FRASER  MORTGAGE  INVESTMENTS 
No  par  sharea  of  benellcial  interest 

FREDERICK  A  HERRUD,  INC. 

1. 10  par  common 


Friendly  ice  cream  corporation 
41. 00  par  common 


FULLER,  H.  B.  COMPANY 
41. 00  par  common 


FURR'S  CAFETERIAS,  INC. 
No  par  common 


CATES  LEARJET  CORPORATION 
41. 00  par  cqpunon 


GATEWAY  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
INC. 

4. 62-1/2  par  cbmmon 


GELCO-Feld  CORPORATION 

4. 50  par  common 


GELMAN  instrument  COMPANY 
4.10  par  common 


GENERAL  AUTOMATION.  INC. 
4.10  par  common 


GENERAL  AUTOMOTIVE  PARTS 
CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


GENERAL  BlNDlNa  CORPORATION 

4. 25  par  common 
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ClftiraAL  ENERGY  CORPORATION 
^l.  00  par  oommoB 


GENERAL  FINANCUL  SYSTEMS,  UK?. 
|1. 00  par  eommon 


GENERAL  HEALTH  SEP.VICES,  INC. 
$L  00  par  conmon 


GENERAL  REINSURANCE  CORPORATION 
00  par  conunoa 

GENERAL  SHALE  PRODUCTS  CORPORATIMI 
No  par  common 


GEORGE  WASHINGTON  CORPORATION 
41. 00  par  common 


GILBERT  ASSOCIATES.  INC. 
Class  A,  non*voting,, 
41.00  par  coBunoa 


GILFORD  INSTRUMENT  LABORATORIES, 
INC. 

No  par  eommon 


GIRARD  COMPANY.  THE 
41.00  par  common 


GLOBE  LIFE  AND  ACCIDENT  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
41. 00  par  common 

GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
44.00  par  common 
Warrants  (expire  08/01/78) 


GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES  LIFE 
INSURANCE  COMPANY 
4L  so  par  common 


GRAHAM  MAGNETICS  dC. 

4.10  par  comi^on 


GRAPHIC  CONTROLS  CORPORATION 
4L  00  par  common 


GRAPHIC  SCANNING  CORPORATION 
4. 01  par  common 


CRAY  TOOL  COMPANY 
4L  00  par  common 


GREAT  SOUTHERN  CORPORATION 
42. 00  par  common 


GREATER  JERSEY  BANCORP 
45.00  par  common 


GREEN  MOUNTAIN  POWER  CORPpRATlON 
43.33*1/3  par  common 


CREY  ADVERTISING  INC. 
4L  00  par  common 


HNC  MORTGAGE  &  REALTY  INVESTORS 
No  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 

UACn  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 
4L  00  par  common 


HAMILTON  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

No  par  common 

HAMILTON  BROTHERS  PETROLEUM 
CORPORATION 
4L  00  par  common 


HAMILTON  MTERNATIOHAL  CORPORATION 
41. 00  par  commmi 


HAMILTON  INVESTafiENT  TRUST 

4L  00  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


HANOVER  INSUSANCE  COMPAMT*  TBS 
43»00psr  cspitsl 


SUL£S  AMO  tEGULATIONS 


HARPER  A  ROW.  FDBLlSHERg.  BfC. 

4.10  par  oonunoA 


HARRIS  BANKCORP.  INC. 
418. 00  par  coouaM 


HARTFORD  NATIONAL  CORPOBAXm 

46. 25  par  commoa 


HAVATAMPA  CORPORATION 

47. 50  par  commoa 


HAWAH  BANCORPORATION,  INC. 
42.00  par  commoa 


HAWAH  CORPORATION.  THE 
No  par  common 


HAWKEYE  BANCORPORATION 
43. 00  par  common 


HAWTHORNE  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
41. 00  par  capital 


HEATH  TECNA  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


HENREDON  FURNITURE  INDUSTRIES. 
INC. 

42. 00  par  common 


HERITAGE  BANCORPORATION 
No  par  common.  |2,  SO  stated 
value 


HEXCEL  CORPORATION 
4L  00  par  commoa 


HICKORY  FURNITURE  COMPANY 

4.10  par  commoa 


HON  INDUSTRISS  INC. 
41. 00  par  commoa 


HOOK  DRUGS,  INC, 
No  par  common 


HOOVER  COMPANY,  THE 
42.  SO  par  conuaon 


HORIZON  BANCORP 
44. 00  par  common 


HUDSON  UNITED  BANK 
48,00  par  capital 


HUGHES  SUPPLY,  INC. 
4I1 00  par  common 


HUNTINGTON  BANCSHARES,  IMC. 
410. 00  par  common 


HYATT  CORPORATION 
4>50  par  common 


HYATT  international  CORPORATMII 
Class  A,  4.10  par  common 


HYDRAULIC  COMPANY,  THE 
410. 00  par  common 


HYSTER  COMPANY 

4. 50  par  common 


IMS  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 
4.01  par  common 


independence  MORTGAGE  TRUST 
4U  00  par  commoa 

Independence  square  incohe 

esCURlTIES  rUMO,  INC. 

4,10  par  common 
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independent  life  a  ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE  COMPANY,  THE 
Non- voting,  4l .  00  par  eommon 


INDIANA  CntOUP.  INC. 

41. 25  par  common 


INDIANA  MORTGAGE  A  REALTY  INVESTORS 
41. 00  par  shares  of  benenclsl  Interest 


INDUNA  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


INDIANAPOLIS  WATER  COMPANY 

47, 50  par  commoa 


INDUSTRIAL  NUCLEONICS  CORPORATION 
41. 00  par  common 


INDUSTRIAL  VALLEY  BANK  AND 
TRUST  COMPANY 
45. 00  par  commoa 


INFOREX,  INC. 

4. 25  par  common 


INl^’ORMATION  international,  INC, 
4.2s  par  common 


INTEL  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


INTERFINANCIAL  WC. 
41. 00  par  common 


intermountain  gas  company 

4L  00  par  common 


INTERNATIOKAL  BANK  (WulhbKtoii.  0.  C.) 
41. 00  par  common 
Class  A,  |1. 00  par  eamman 


dTERNATIOHAL  UFEHOLDINO 
CCnPORATlON 

4. 50  par  common 


INTERSIL,  INC. 

4.01  p»  common 


INTERSTATE  CORPORAHON*  TBE 
4U  00  par  common 


INTEXT,  INC. 

No  par  commoa 


IOWA  SOUTHERN  tmUTIES  COMPANY 
410. 00  par  common 


IVAC  CfHlPQRATION 

4.10  par  common 

IVEY.  3.  B.  Ii  COMPANY 

42. 50  par  commoa 


JAMESBURY  CORF(»ATlD|I 
41. 00  par  commoa 


JEFFERSON  NATIONAL  UFI  atSORANCB 
COMPANY 
4L  00  par  capital 


JOSLYN  MANUFACTUBINOAXO  SUPPLY 
COMPANY 
41. 25  par  common 


KMS  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

4.01  par  common 

KAISER  STEEL  CCnPORATION 
4. 66-2/3  par  commoa 

KALVAR  Corporation 

4. 02  par  capital 

KAMAN  CQRPORATKaC 

Class  A.  |L  00  par  coounoa 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


.KAMPGROUNDS  OF  AMERICA,  INC, 
$.12-1/2  par  commoo 


KAPOK  TREE  INNS  CORPORATION 
$.  10  piar  common 


KEARNEY  A  TRBCKER  CORPORATION 
$2. 00  par  common 


KEARNEY -NATIONAL  INC, 
SO  par  cmnmoa 


KELLY  SERVICES.  INC, 
$1. 00  par  common 


KEMPER  CORPORATION 
IS.  00  par  common 


KENTUCKY  CENTRAL  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
Class  Aj  Bon-votin;, 

|1. 00  par  common 


KEYES  FIBRE  COMPANY 
|1. 00  par  common 


KEYSTONE  CUSTODIAN  FUNDS,  INC, 
Class  A,  non- voting, 
no  par  common 


KEYSTONE  INTERNATIONAL,  INC, 
/|1. 00  par  common 


KEYSTONE  OTC  FUND,  INC. 
|l.  00  par  common 


XNAPE  &  VOGT  MANUFACTURINO 
COMPANY 
|2. 00  par  common 


KNUDSEN  CORPORATION 
|L  00  par  common 


KOSS  CORPORATION 
1.01  par  common 


KUHLMAN  CORPORATION 
|l.  00  par  common 


KULICKE  AND  SOFFA  INDUSTRIES,  XNC, 
No  par  common 


KUSTOM  ELECTRONICS.  INC, 
|.10  par  common 


LMF  CORPORATION 
1. 40  par  common 


LANCASTER  COLONY  CORPORATIOK 

14. 00  par  common 


LANCE.  INC, 

|i.  2S  par  cmnmon 

LAND  RESOURCES  CORPORATION 
1.10  par  common 


LANDMARK  BANKING  CORPORATION 
OF  FLORIDA 
II.  00  par  common 


LANE  COMPANY,  INC. 

|S.  00  par  common 

lAWSON  PRODUCTS,  INC. 

No  par  common,  |1. 00  stated 
value 


LAWTER  CHEMICALS.  INC. 
|L  00  par  common 


LA-2-BOY  CHAIR  COMPANY 
|L  00  par  common 


LEADVILLE  CORPORATION 
|L  00  par  common 


LEE  WAY  MOTOR  FREICRr,  SIC. 
II.  00  par  common 


LEGGETT  k  PLATT,  SIC. 
|1. 00  par  commoQ 


LIBERTY  HOMES,  SIC. 
II.  00  par  common 


LIBERTY  NATIONAL  UPB INSURANCB 
COMPANY 

|2. 00  par  common-capital 


LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY  OP  GEORGIA 
|2,  SO  par  capitail 


LIFE  INVESTORS  INC. 
|1. 00  par  common 


LIMITED  STORES  INC.,  THE 
No  par  common 


LIN  BROADCASTING  CORPORATION 
|2. 00  par  common 


LINCOLN  FIRST  BANKS  INC. 

110. 00  par  common 

14.  50  par  cumulative  preferred 


LINCOLN  MORTGAGE  INVESTORS 
No  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


LINCOLN  TELEPHONE  AND  TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY,  THE 
|6. 25  par  common 


LION  COUNTRY  SAFARI.  INC. 
|.  01  par  common 


LITCO  CORPORATION  OF  NEW  YORK 
|5. 00  par  common 


LOBLAW  me. 

II.  00  par  common 


LOCTITE  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


LONE  STAR  BREWTOG  COMPANY 
|1. 00  par  common 

LOUISIANA  LAND  OFFSHORE 
EXPLORATION  COMPANY,  INC. 
.  Class  B.  |1. 00  par  common 


IXIWE'S  COMPANIES.  mC, 
|.  50  par  common 


MCI  COMMUNICATIONS  CORPORATION 
1,10  par  common 


MSI  DATA  CORPORATION 
|1. 00  par  common 


macdermid  me. 

No  par  common 


MADISON  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  COMPANY 
|8. 00  par  common 


MAGMA  POWER  COMPANY 
|.10  par  common 


MAJOR  REALTY  CORPORATION 
|.  01  par  common 


MALLINCKRODT,  mC. 

|1. 00  par  common 

MANCHESTER  LIFE  &  CASUALTY 
MANAGEMENT  CORPORATION 
|1. 00  par  common 


MANHATTAN  LIFE  mSURANCE 
COMPANY.  THE 
|2. 00  par  guarantee  capital  stock 


MANITOWOC  COMPANY,  mC.,  THE 
|2.  SO  par  common 


MANUFACTURERS  BANK  (Los  Angeles) 
|3. 75  par  capital 


MANUFACTURERS  NATIONAL 
CORPORATION 
|10. 00  par  common  N 


MARCUS  CORPORATION,  THE 
|1. 00  par  common 


MARK  TWAm  BANCSHARES,  INC. 
$5. 00  par  common 


MARTHA  WHITE  FOODS,  INC, 
|I.  00  par  common 


MARY  KAY  COSMETICS.  INC, 
|.10  par  common 


MARYLAND  NATIONAL  CORPORATIOK 
|2.  50  par  common 


MAUI  LAND  &  PINEAPPLE  COMPANY. 
INC. 

No  par  common 


MAY  PETROLEUM  INC. 
|.0S  par  common 


McCORMICK  A  COMPANY,  INC. 
Non-voting,  no  par  common 


McDowell  enterprises,  INC, 
No  par  common 


McQUAY-PERKEX  INC. 
|l.  00  par  common 


MEASUREX  CORPORATIOK 
No  par  common 


MEDCOM,  INC. 

1.10  par  common 

MEDICENTERS  OF  AMERICA,  INC, 
|1. 00  par  common 


MEDTRONIC,  INC. 
|.10  par  common 


MELLON  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
II,  00  par  common 


MERCANTILE  BANCORPORATION  INC. 
(Missouri) 

|5. 00  par  common 


MERCANTILE  BANKSHARES  CORPORATION 
(Maryland) 

|2. 00  par  common  , 


MERCHANTS  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
110. 00  par  common 


MERCURY  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATION 
|l.  00  par  guarantee  stock 


MERVYN'S 

|l.  00  par  common 


MEYER.  FRED  INC. 

Class  A,  no  par  common 


MICHIGAN  NATIONAL  CORPORATICW 
|10, 00  par  common 


MICRODATA  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


MICROWAVE  SEMICONDUCTOR 
CCAPORATION 
I,  SO  par  common 
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MIDLANTIC  BANKS  INC. 
$10. 00  par  coijimon 


MIDWESTERN  DISTBIBUTIOK,  INC. 
No  par  common 


MIDWESTERN  FIDELITY  CORPORATION 
$1. 66-2/3  par  commoa 


MIDWESTERN  UNITED  LIFE  INSlORANCB 
COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


MILLIFORE  CORPORATION 
$.16-2/3  par  common 


MINNESOTA  FABRICS.  INC. 
$.  05  par  common 


MRS.  SMITH'S  PIE  COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


MODERN  MEBCUANDISINO,  INC. 
$.  01  par  common 


MOGUL  CORPORATION,  THE 
No  par  common  ' 


MONARCH  CAPITAL  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


MONFORT  OF  COLORADO,  INC. 
$L  00  par  common 


IfONUMrarTAL  CORPORATION 
$3. 50  par  common 


MOORE  PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

$L  00  par  common  i' 


MOORE.  SAMUEL  AND  COMPANY 
No  par  common 


MORTGAGE  INVESTORS  OF  WASHINGTON 
$L  00  par  shares  o(  benencial  Interest 


MOSTEK  OORPORATION 
$.10  par  common 


MOTOR  CLUB  OF  AMERICA 
$.  SO  par  common 


MUTUAL  SAVINGS  LIFE  INSURASCB 
COMPANY 
$L  00  par  common 


MYERS  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 
No  par  common 


HCNB  CORPORATION 
$2. 50  par  common 


NN  CORPOIIATX3N 
V  $5. 00  par  commoa 


NRG  INC. 

$.10  par  common 


NATIONAL  CENTRAL  FINANCIAL 
CORPORATION 
$5. 00  par  common 


NATIONAL  enr  CORPORATION 
$4.  00  par  common 


NATIONAL  DATA  CORPORATION 
$.12-1/2  par  common 


NATIONAL  LIBERTY  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


NATIONAL  LIFE  OF  FLORIDA  CORPORATION 
$1.  to  par  common 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

NATIONAL  MEDICAL  CABX.  OiC. 

$.  20  par  commoa 


NATIONAL  OLD  UNB  mSURAMCB  COHPiHT 
Class  BB,  non-TotiiiC. 

$1. 00  par  commoa 


NATIONAL  STATE  BANK.  THE 
<EUzabeth,  New  Jers«7l 
$S.  00  par  commoa 


NATIONAL  tmLITTES  k  TNW5TB1ES 
CORPORATION 
$10. 00  par  common 


NATIONAL  WESTERN  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 

Class  A.  $1. 00  par  common 


NATIONWIDE  CORPORATION 
Class  A,  $2.  SO  par  common 


NATIONWIDE  REAL  ESTATE  INVESTORS 
No  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


NEVADA  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATION 
$1. 00  par  permanent  capital  stock 


NEW  ENGLAND  MERCHANTS 
COMPANY.  INC. 

$5. 00  par  common 


NEW  JERSEY  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
$5. 00  par  common 


NEW  JERSEY  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY 
$5. 00  par  c(»nmon 


NEWELL  COMPANIES,  INC. 
$U  00  par  common 


NIELSEN,  A.  C.  COMPANY 
Class  A.  non*voUnK. 

$L00  par  commoa 
Claaa  B.  non-voting, 

$L  00  par  common 


NOLAND  COMPANY 
$20.00  par  common 


NORDSTROM.  INC. 
No  par  common 


NORIN  CORPCffiATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


NORTH  CAROLINA  NATURAL  GAS 
CORPORATION 
$2.  50  par  common 


NORTHEAST  BANCORP,  INC. 

$5. 00  par  common 

NORTHERN  CALIFORNIA  SAVINGS  AND 
LOAN  ASSOCIATION 
No  par  common 


NORTHERN  STATES  BANCORPORATION, 

INC. 

$5. 00  par  common 

NORTHRUP.  KING  A  COMPANY 
$.  so  par  common 


NORTHWEST  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY 
$3. 00-1/6  par  common 


NORTHWESTERN  FINANCIAL  CORPORATJOH 
$1. 00  par  common 


NORTHWESTERN  NATIONAL  UFB 
INSURANCE  COMPANY 
$L  25  par  common 


NOBTHWESTE31N  PUBLIC  SOIVICB 
COMPANY 
$7. 00  par  commoa 
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MORTRUST  CORPORATION 
>  $10. 00  par  common 


MOKELL  CORPORATION 
Clasa  B,  non-voMnib 
$L00  par  common 


OCEAN  DRn,LINa  k  BXFLORATIOK 
COMPANY 
$.  50  par  common 


OFFSHORE  LOGISTICS.  INC. 

No  par  commoa 

OHIO  CASUALTY  COIOroRATlON 
$.  50  par  commoa 


OHIO  FERRO-ALLOYS  CORPORATION 
$1, 00  par  common 


OIL  SHALE  CORPORATION,  THE 
$.15  par  common 


OLD  REPUBUC  INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


OLYMPIA  BREWING  COMPANY 
$10. 00  par  common 


OMNI  SPECTRA,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


OPTICAL  COATJMG  LABOBATOilY,  IMC. 
No  par  common 


ORBANCO. INC. 
No  par  common 


ORMONT  DRUG  A  CHEMICAL  COMPANY. 
INC. 

$.10  par  common 


OTTER  TAIL  POWER  COMPANY 
$5. 00  par  common 


OVERSEAS  NATIONAL  AIRWATS,  WC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


PVO  INTERNATIONAL  &iC. 
$5. 00  par  capital 

PABST  BREWING  COMPANY 
No  par  common 


PACCAR  INC. 

$12. 00  par  common 


PACIFIC  OAMBLE  ROBINSON  COMPANY 
$5. 00  par  common 


PACIFIC  LUMBER  COMPANY,  THE 
$3.  $3-1/3  par  common 


PACIFIC  STANDARD  LIFE  COMPANY 
$L00  par  oomnmn 


PAN  AMERICAN  BANC  SHARES,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


PARK -OHIO  INDUSTRIES.  WC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


PARKER  DRILLING  COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


PAULEY  PETOOLEUM  WC. 
$1. 00  par  commoa 


PAY  LESS  DRUG  STORES 
No  par  common 


PAY  •N  PAK  STORES.  INC. 
$.10  par  common 
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PAY'N  SAVE  CCaiPORATIOK 
No  par  common 


PAYLESS  CASHWAYS.  WC, 
$.  SO  par  common 


PEACHTREE  1XX>RS.  INC. 
f  1. 00  par  common 


PEAVEY  COMPANY* 
$2,  SO  par  common 


PEERLESS  netmANCE  COMPAHT 
f  2.  so  par  common 


PENN  CORPORATION 
|L  00  par  common 

PENNSYLVANIA  ENTERPRISES', 
INC. 

No  par  common.  $10. 00  staled 
value 


PENNSYLVANIA  LIFE  COMPANY. 
$.  so  par  common 


PENNZOIL  LOXnSIANA  AND  TEXAS 
OFFSHORE,  INC. 

Class  B.  $1, 00  par  common 


PENNZOIL  OFFSHORE  GAS  OPERATORS, 

Tikir»  ^ 


Class  B.  $1. 00  par  conunon 


PHITAIR  INDUSTRIES,  INC, 
#.16*2/S  par  common 


PETERSON,  HOWELL  &  HEATHER,  INC, 
No  par  common 


PETROLITE  CORPORATION 
No  par  cctomon 


PBTTIBONE  CORPORATION 
$10. 00  par  common 


PJHLADELPHIA  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


PHILADELPHIA  NATIONAL  CORPORATIOK 
$L  00  par  common 


PIEDMONT  AVIATION,  INC, 
$L  00  par  common 

PWRERTON'S,  INC. 

Class  B,  non*Yot5n2, 

No  par  common 


PIONEER  m-BRED  INTERNATIONAL, 

INC. 

#L  00  par  common 


nONEER  WESTERN  CORPORATION 

$L  00  par  common 


pnrSBURGH  NATIONAL  CORPORATIOK 

$5. 00  par  common 


POPEIL  BROTHERS,  INC, 
f .  40  par  common 

POST  CCHtPORATTON 
SL  00  par  common 


POTT  INDUSTRIES  INC. 
|L  00  par  common 


PRECIOUS  METALS  HOLDWCS,  !HC. 
$L  00  par  common 


PREFERRED  RISK  LIFE  INSUBAKCB 
COMPANY 
#L  00  par  common 


PRESTO  PRODUCTS.  IKC. 
$.10  par  common 
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PRESTON  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC. 
$L  00  par  common 


PROGRESSIVE  CORPORATION,  THE 
(Ohio) 

IL  00  par  common 

PROGROUF.  INC. 

$.  60  par  common 


PROPERTY  TRUST  OF  AMERICA 

$1. 00  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


PROVIDENT  LIFE  AND  ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE  COMPANY 
$3. 00  par  common 


PROVIDENT  UFE  INSURANCE  COMPANT 
$2.  50  par  common 


PROVIDENT  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
NORTH  CAROLINA,  INC. 

$1. 00  par  common 


PULASKI  FURNITURE  CORPORATION 
$5.  00  par  common 


QUAUTY  INNS  INTERNATIONAL,  INC, 
$1. 00  par'  common 


RPM,  INC, 

No  par  common,  $.60  stated  value 


RAINBOW  RESOURCES,  INC. 
$.10  par  common 


RAINIER  BANCORPORATION 
$2.  SO  par  common 


RAINIER  COMPANIES,  INC.,  THE 
$1. 00  par  common 

RAVCHEM  CORPORATION 
Ho  par  common 


RAYMOND  CORPORATION,  THE 
$1.  so  par  common 


REALTY  A  MORTGAGE  INVESTORS  OF 
THE  PACIFIC 

No  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


RECOGNITION  EQUIPMENT  INC. 
$,2S  par  common 


REDACTRON  CORPORATION 
$.10  par  common 


REDKEN  LABORATORIES,  INC, 
$•  50  par  common 


REGENCY  ELECTRONICS,  INC. 
No  par  common 


REID-PROVIDENT  LABORATORIES,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  commtm 


RELIANCE  UNIVERSAL  INC. 
$L  25  par  common 


REPUBUC  NATIONAL  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
$U  00  par  common 


REPUBUC  OP  TEXAS  CORPORATION 
$5. 00  par  common 


RESERVE  OIL  A  MINERALS  CORPORATE 
$1. 00  par  common 

REYNOLDS  AND  REYNOLDS  COMPANY, 
THE 

$1. 25  par  common 


S 


RICH'S.  INC. 

No  par  common 


RIGGS  NATIONAL  BANK  OF 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C.,  THE 
$5. 00  par  common 


RING  AROUND  PRODUCTS,  WC. 
$.  20  par  common 


RIVAL  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC. 
No  par  common 


ROCKET  RESEARCH  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


HOUSE  COMPANY,  THE 
$.  01  par  common 


RUCKER  PHARMACAL  COMPANY,  UKJ, 
No  par  common,  $1. 00  stated  v^ue 


RUSSELL  STOVER  CANDIES,  INC, 
$1, 00  par  common 


SAFECO  CORPORATION 
$5. 00  par  common 


ST.  PAUL  COMPANIES,  INC.,  THE 
$1. 50  par  common 

SANTA  ANITA  CONSOLIDATED,  WC. 
No  par  common 


SCHERER.  R.  P.  CORPORATIOK 
$.33-1/3  par  common 


SCHULMAN,  A..  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


SCOPE  INC. 

$1. 00  par  common 


SCOTTISH  INNS  OP  AMERICA,  INC, 
$.10  par  common 


SCOTT'S  UQUID  GOLD,  INC, 
$.10  par  common 


SEA  WORLD,  INC. 

$.  50  par  common 


SEAFIRST  CORPORATION 
$5, 00  par  common 


SEALED  AIR  CORPORATION 
$.  01  par  capital 


SECURITY  LIFE  AND  ACCIDENT  COMPANY 
Series  A,  $2. 00  par  common 


SECURITY  NEW  YORK  STATE  CORPORATION 
$5. 00  par  common 


SECURITY  PACIFIC  CORPORATION 
$10. 00  par  common 


SEEBURO  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 
Class  A,  $.  SO  par  common 

SEISCOM  DELTA  mC, 

$,  10  par  common 


SENECA  FOODS  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


SERVICE  MERCHANDISE  COMPANY,  INC* 
$1. 00  par  common 


SERVICEMASTER  INDUSTRIES  INC* 
$1. 00  per  common 
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SEVEN-UP  COMPANY,  THE 
$1.  00-par  common 


SIIAKLEE  CORPORATION 
No  par -common 


SHAWMDT  CORPORATION 
$5.  00  par  common  '  ' 


SHELDAHL,  INC. 

50  par  common 


SHIPPERS  DISPATCH.  INC. 
Class  A,  $1.  00  par  common 


SHONEY'S  BIG  BOY  ENTERPRISES,  INC, 
$1.  00  par  common 


SHOP  RITE  FOODS.  INC, 
$3.  33-1/3  par  common 


SHOUEWOOD  CORPORATION,  THE 
$1.00  par  common 


SIGMOR  CORPORATION 

Class  A,  $1. 00  par  common 


SILVER  KING  MINES,  INC. 
$1.  00  par  common 


SIMPSON  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 
$1.  00  par  common 


SKYLINE  OIL  COMPANY 
$1.  00  par  capital 


SMITHITELD  FOODS,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


SNAP-ON  TOOLS  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


SOCIETY  CORPORATION 
$1.  00  par  common 


SOLID  STATE  SCIENTHTC  INC, 
$.  40  par.  common 


SONOMA  VINEYARDS,  INC. 
$.  25  par  common 


SOURCE  CAPITAL.  INC. 

SI.  00  par  common 

$2. 40  par  cumulative  preferred 


SOUTH  CAROLINA  INSURANCE  COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  NATKINAL  CORPORATION 
$5,  00  par  common 


SOUTHEAST  NATIONAL  BANK  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA 
$6.  00  par  common 


SOUTHERN  AIRWAYS,  INC. 
$2. 00  par  common 


SOUTHERN  BANCORPORATION  OF  ALABAMA 
$5. 00  par  common 


SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  FIRST  NATIONAL 
CORPORATION 
$5, 00  par  common 


SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  WATER  COMPANY 
$5, 00  par  common 


SOUTHERN  CONNECTICUT  GAS  COMPANY, 
THE 

413. 33-1/3  par  common 


SOUTHERN  INDUSTRIES  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


SOUTHLAND  EQUITY  CORPOI^TION 
$.16-2/3  par  common 

SOUTHLAND  FINANCIAL  CORPORATlOll 

$1. 00  par  common 

SOUTHLAND  PAPER  MILLS,  INC. 

No  par  common 


SOUTHWEST  BANCSHARES,  INC. 
*  $5. 00  par  common 


SOUTHWEST  GAS  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 

SOUTHWESTERN  LIFE  CORPORATION 
$2.  50  par  common 


SOVEREIGN  CORPORATION 
$1,  00  par  common 


SPECTRA -PHYSIC  S.  INC. 
$.  20  par  capital 


SPEIDEL  NEWSPAPERS  INC. 
$1.  00  par  common 


.STA-RITE  INDUSTRIES,  INCL 
$2.  00  par  common 


STAN.ADYNE,  INC. 

$5.  00  par  common 

STANDARD  LIKE  INSURANCE  COMPANY 
OK  INDIANA 
$1.  50  par  common 


STANDARD  REGISTER  COMPANY,  THE 
$,  50  par  common 

STANLEY  HOME  PRODUCTS.  INC, 
Non-voting,  $1. 00  par  common 


STATE  STREET  BOSTON  FINANCIAL 
CORPORATION 
$10, 00  par  common 


STATESMAN  GROUP,  INC.,  THE 
$1.  00  par  common 


STEAK  AND  ALE  RESTAURANTS  OF 
AMERICA.  INC. 

$.05  par  common 


STEAK  N  SHAKE.  INC. 
$.  50  par  common 


STEC'HER-TRAUNG-SCHMIDT  CORIXJRATION 
$5.  00  par  common 


STRATFORD  OF  TEXAS,  INC. 
$.  10  par  common 


STRAWBRIDGE  A  CI.OTHIER 
$5.  00  par  common 


SUBARU  OF  AMERICA.  INC. 
$.01  par  common 


SUBURBAN  BANCORPORATION 
$5. 00  par  common 


SUGARDALE  FOODS,  INC. 
No  par  common 


SULLAIR  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 

SUMMIT  PROPERTIES 

No  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


SUN  BANKS  OF  FLORIDA,  INC. 
$2.  50  par  common 


SUPERIOR  ELECTRIC  COMPANY,  THE 
$1.  00  par  common 


9 


SUPREME  EQUIPMENT  li  SYSTEMS 
CORPORATION  • 

1.60-2/3  par  common 


SYCOR,  me. 

4,90  par  common 


SYNERCON  CORPORATION 

41. 00  par  common 


T.l.M.E.-DC,  me. 

$2. 00  par  common 

410. 00  par  convertible  preferred 


TACO  BELL 

4.10  par  common 


TALLY  CORPORATION 
$.16-2/3  par  common 


TAMPAX  INC. 

$.25  par  common 


TAYLOR  WINE  COMPANY,  INC.,  THE 
$2.  00  par  common 


TECHNICARE  CORPORATION 
$.  50  par  common 

TECUMSEH  PRODUCTS  COMPANY 
$1. 00  par  common 


TELE-COMMUNICATIONS,  INC. 
-  $1. 00  par  common 


TELECREDIT,  INC, 
$.  01  par  common 


TELEPHONE  UTILITIES,  INC, 
$1. 00  par  common 


TENNECO  OFFSHORE  COMPANY,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


TENNESSEE  NATURAL  CAS  LINES,  INC. 
$1. 00  par  common 


TENNESSEE  VAI.LEY  BANCORP,  INC. 
$6,  66-2/3  par  common 


TEXAS  AMERICAN  BANCSHARES,  INC. 
$5. 00  par  common 

THERMAL  POWER  COMPANY 
No  par  common 

THERMO  EI.ECTRON  CORPORATION 
$1. 00  par  common 


THIRD  NATIONAL  CORPORATION 
$10. 00  par  common 


TIFFANY  &  COMPANY 
41. 00  par  common 


TIME  HOLDINGS.  INC. 

42.  00  par  common 

TIPPERARY  CORPORATION 
4. 50  par  common 


TOM  BROWN,  INC. 
4.10  par  common 


TORO  COMPANY,  THE 
41. 00  par  common 


TOWLE  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY 
No  par  common 


TRANSCONTINENTAL  OIL  CORPORATION 
4.10  par  common 


TRANSOCEAN  OIL,  INC. 
41. 00  par  common 
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TRANSPORT  UFE  INSURANCE  COMPART 
$1. 00  par  common 


TREMCO  DJC. 

$1. 00  par  common 


TRIANGLE  CORPORATION,  THE 
$.  SO  par  common 


TRICO  PRODUCTS  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 


TRITON  on,  &  GAS  CORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 

TWIN  DISC.  INC. 

No  par  common 


TYMSHARE,  INC. 
No  par  common 


TYSON  POODS,  INC. 
$L  00  par  common 


tm  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
95. 00  par  common 


UNICAPITAL  CORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 


tJNICOA  CORPORATION 
92.  SO  par  common 


tJNION  ELECTRIC  STEEL  CORPORATION 
9L  25  par  common 


UNION  PLANTERS  CORPORATION 
95. 00  par  common 


UNION  SPECIAL  CORPORATION 
9L  00  par  common 


UNITED  BANK  CORPORATION  OF  NEW  YORK 
95. 00  par  common 

UNITED  BANKS  OF  COI/5RADO,  INC. 

95. 00  par  common 


UNITED  CABLE  TELEVISION  CORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 


UNITED  SERVICES  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
9L  00  par  common 


U.  S.  BANCORP 

95. 00  par  common 


UNITED  STATES  BANKNOTE  CORPORATION 
9L  00  par  common 


UNITED  STATES  SUGAR  CORPORATION 
9L  00  par  common 


U  S.  TRUCK  LINES  INC.  OF  DELAWARE 
9L  00  par  common 

UNITED  STATES  TRUST  COMPANY  OP 
NEW  YORK 
95. 00  par  capital 


UNITED  TENNESSEE  BANCSHARES 
CORPORATION 
92. 00  par  common 
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UNTTBOViacainA  BANKSHARES 

n«c. 

910. 00  par  common 


UmVERSAL  FOODS  CORPORATION 

91>  00  par  common 

universal  INSTRUMENTS  CORPORATION 
91<  25  par  common 


UPPER  PENINSULA  POWER  COMPANY 
99. 00  par  common 


UTILITIES  A  INDUSTRIES  CORPORATION 
9,10  par  common 

VAIL  ASSOCIATES.  INC. 

No  par  common 


VALLEY  NATIONAL  BANK  OF  ARIZONA, 
THE 

92. 50  par  common 


VALMONT  INDUSTRIES.  INC. 
91. 00  par  conunon 


VAN  DYK  RESEARCH  CORPORATION 
9. 10  par  common 


VAN  SCHAACK  &  COMPANY 
91. 00  par  common 


VARIABLE  Annuity  ufe  insurance 

COMPANY.  THE 
91. 00  par  common 


VELO^BIND,  INC. 

91. 00  par  common 


VICO  CORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 

VICTORIA  STATION  INC. 

No  par  common 

VIRGINIA  NATIONAL  BANKSHARES,  INC. 
95.  00  par  common 


VIRGINIA  REAL  ESTATE  INVESTMENT 
TRUST 

No  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


VOL™e  SHOE  CORPORATION 
9.  SO  par  common 


WALDBAUM,  INC. 

91. 00  par  common 


WARNER  ELECTRIC  BRAKE  A  CLUTCH 
COMPANY 
91. 00  par  common 


WASHINGTON  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY 
95. 00  par  common 


WEATHERFORD  INTERNATIONAL 
INC. 

9.10  par  common 


WEBB  RESOURCES.  INC. 
9*  10  par  common 


WEEDEN  HOLDING  CORPORATION 
No  par  common 
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WEIGHT  WATCHERS  INTERNATIONAL.  INC. 
9. 25  par  common 


WELLINGTON  MANAGEMENT  COMPANY 
Class  A.  9*  10  par  common. 


WESTERN  CASUALTY  AND  SURETY  COMPANY. 
THE 

91. 25  par  capital 


WESTERN  GEAR  CORPORATION 
91. 00  par  common 


WESTMORELAND  COAL  COMPANY 
95.  00  par  common 


WETTERAU  INC. 

91. 00  par  common 

WHITE  SHIELD  CORPORATION 
9.05  par  common 


WIEN  AIR  ALASKA.  INC. 
91. 00  par  common 


WILLAMETTE  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 
9. 50  par  common 


WINCORP 

No  par  common 


WINTER.  JACK.  INC. 
91.  00  par  common 


WINTER  PARK  TELEPHONE  COMPANY, 
THE 

91.25  par  common 


WISCONSIN  POWER  AND  LIGHT 
COMPANY 
95.  00  par  common 


WISCONSIN  REAL  ESTATE  INVESTMENT 
TRUST 

91. 00  par  shares  of  beneficial  interest 


W'OLVERINE-PENTRONDC,  INC. 
91.  00  par  common 


WOODWARD  &  LOTHROP  INC. 
910. 00  par  common 


W'ORCESTER  BANCORP,  INC. 

91. 00  par  common 

WORLD  SERVICE  LIFE  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 
91. 00  par  common 


WORTHINGTON  INDUSTRIES,-  INC. 
No  par  common 


WRIGHT,  WILl.IAM  E.  COMPANY 
9. 50  par  common 


YELLOW  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC. 
91. 00  par  common 

YOtnnCER  BROTHERS,  INC. 

No  par  common 


ZIONS  UTAH  BANCORPORATION 
No  par  common 
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proposed  rules 


This  Mction  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  ruies  and  reguiations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  ruie  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14CFRPart39] 

[Docket  Nos.  76^NW-16-AD,  76-NW-26-AD1 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Boeing  Model  727  Series  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  in¬ 
spections  and  repair,  as  necessary,  of 
the  lower  fuselage  body  skin  at  BBL 
0  doubler  locations  between  Body  Sta¬ 
tions  360  and  740  for  corrosion  and/or 
cracks  on  Boeing  Model  727  series  air¬ 
planes  was  published  in  40  F.R.  22554. 

Upon  review  of  the  comments  received 
regarding  the  notice,  and  upon  further 
consideration  of  the  problem,  the  FAA 
has  determined  that  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  is  not  entirely  appropriate  or  ade¬ 
quate.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  (31  F.R.  13697),  the  proposed 
airworthiness  directive  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  40  F.R.  22554  is 
hereby  withdrawn. 

Further  examination  of  lower  body 
skin  corrosion  problems  revealed  that 
frequent  external  visual  inspections  for 
bulging  skin,  pulling  rivets,  etc.,  are  more 
reliable  for  detection  of  corrosion  in  its 
early  stages  than  the  proposed  long¬ 
term  internal  visual  Inspections  or  the 
use  of  low-cycle  eddy  current  inspec¬ 
tions.  Furthermore,  subsequent  to  is¬ 
suance  of  NPRM  75-NW-15-AD,  the 
FAA  became  aware  of  an  instance  of 
severe  cracking  at  Stringer  27  above  BBL 
0.  This  area  is  outside  of  that  covered 
by  the  proposed  AD.  An  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  there  had  been  two  other  oc¬ 
currences  at  Stringer  27  that  were  of 
equally  severe  proportions.  As  a  result  of 
this  review,  FAA  now  believes  that  the 
mandatory  action  should  consist  of  ex¬ 
ternal  visual  inspections  conducted  more 
frequently  and  should  be  expanded  to 
also  include  the  lower  body  skin  be¬ 
tween  Stringers  27L  and  27R  under  the 
body  fairing  from  the  forward  end  of 
the  fairing  to  Body  Station  740.  The 
proposed  AD  would  require  that  the 
Inspections  be  made  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  90  days  except  for  the  body  skin 
under  the  body  fairing,  for  which  re¬ 
moval  would  be  required  every  other  in¬ 
spection  only.  Thus,  the  area  to  be  in¬ 
spected  is  larger  and  the  inspection  in¬ 
tervals  are  more  frequent,  although  the 
inspections  are  less  complex. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 


Communication  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  dup¬ 
licate  to  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Northwest  Region,  Attention:  The  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel,  Airworthiness  Rules 
Docket,  9010  East  Marginal  Way  South, 
Seattle,  Washington  98108.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  3,  1975,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Admixdstrator  before  taking  action  upon 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  39.13  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Boxing:  Applies  to  Boeing  Model  727  series 
airplanes,  listed  In  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
727-63-128,  or  later  PAA  approved  revisions, 
certificated  in  all  categories.  Compliance  re¬ 
quired  as  indicated. 

To  detect  corrosion  and/or  cracking  in  the 
lower  body  skin  between  Body  Stations  360 
apd  740,  accompUsh  the  following: 

A.  Within  the  next  90  days  after  the  effec¬ 
tive.  date  of  this  AD,  and  thereafter  at  inter¬ 
vals'  not  to  exceed  00  days,  inspect  the  lower 
body  skin  per  paragraph  B : 

1.  Along  BBL  0  from  Body  Stations  360  to 
740. 

2.  Between  Stringers  27L  and  27R  from  the 
forward  end  of  the  body  fairing  to  Body  Sta¬ 
tion  740. 

The  reinspection  interval  for  A2  may  be  at 
times  not  to  exceed  180  days.  This  Inspection 
wiU  require  removal  of  several  access  panels, 
the  most  forward  body  fairing  segment,  and 
the  ram  air  splitter  vane.  Remove  such  Items 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  specified 
in  the  Boeing  727  Maintenance  Manual  or 
equivalent. 

B.  Conduct  an  external  visual  inspection 
of  the  lower  body  skin  for  cracks,  bulges, 
loose  or  pulling  rivets,  missing  or  white  pow¬ 
dered  rivet  heads,  and  other  evidence  of  cor¬ 
rosion  or  cracking.  If  corrosion  and/or  crack¬ 
ing  is  foimd,  repair  per  paragraph  C. 

C.  Repair  in  accordance  with  Boeing  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  727-53-128,  or  later  FAA  ap¬ 
proved  revisions,  or  in  a  manner  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region. 

D.  Areas  repaired  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  C.  the  Boeing  727  Structural  Repair 
Manual,  or  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-63- 
73,  at  later  FAA  approved  revisions,  need  not 
comply  with  the  inspection  requirements  of 
this  AD.  Areas  in  which  corrosion/cracking 
is  not  found  must  be  reinspected  i>er  para¬ 
graph  B  at  the  Intervals  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  A,  until  terminating  action  per  para- 
gr{q>h  E  is  accomplished. 

E.  InstaUatlon  of  either  the  complete  re¬ 
pair  doubler  or  skin  panel  replacement  in 
accordance  with  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727- 


63-128,  m:  an  installation  iqiproved  by  the 
Chief.  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region,  constitutes 
terminating  action  for  this  AD. 

F.  Upon  request  of  the  <^>«a.tor,  an  FAA 
maintenance  inspector,  subject  to  priOT  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA  Nmrthwest  Region, 
may  adjust  the  repetitive  inspection  inter¬ 
vals  q>eclfied  in  this  AD  to  permit  compli¬ 
ance  at  an  established  inspection  period  of 
the  operator,  if  the  request  contains  sub¬ 
stantiating  data  to  Justify  the  increase  for 
that  operator. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  608  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1968  (49  UB.C.  1364(a), 
1421,  1423)  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UB.C.  1656 
(c))). 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  Sep¬ 
tember  22, 1975. 

C.  B.  Walk-,  Jr., 

Director,  Northwest  Region. 

[PR  Doc.75-26972  PUed  9-29-75;8:46  am] 


[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SW-63] 

DESIGNATION  OF  TRANSITION  AREA 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  desig¬ 
nate  a  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Orange,  Tex. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  Chief,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  TrafBc  Divi¬ 
sion.  Southwest  Region,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76101.  All  communications 
receiv^  on  or  before  October  30,  1975 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  ^ews  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  ' 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  South¬ 
west  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Fort  Worth,  Texas.  An  Informal 
docket  will  also  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Mid  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion. 
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It  Is  proposed  to  amend  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441) ,  the  following 
transition  area  is  added : 

Obange,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radlTis 
of  the  Orange  County  Airport  (latitude 
30'>04'10”  N.,  longitude  93'’48'05"  W.)  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  042*  bearing 
from  the  proposed  NOB  (latitude  30*04'36" 
N.,  longitude  93*47*35''  W.)  extending  from 
the  S-mlle  radius  area  to  2.6  miles  northeast. 

The  proposed  transition  area  will  pro¬ 
vide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft  ex¬ 
ecuting  the  proposed  NDB  RWY  21 
(Original)  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure. 

This  notice  will  also  serve  to  notify  air¬ 
space  users  of  the  change  of  airport  cate¬ 
gory  from  VFR  to  IFR. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  UA.C.  1848)  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of  the 
D^>ai^ent  (tf  Transportation  Act  (49  UB.C. 
1665(0))) 

Issued  In  Fort  Worth,  TX.,  on  September  16, 
1976. 

Albert  H.  Thurbttrn, 

Acting  Director, 
Southwest  Region. 

[FB  Doc.75-25983  Filed  9-29-75;  8:45  am] 


[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-OIi-59] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

Correction 

In  the  issue  of  Friday,  September  12, 
1975,  the  first  column  of  FR  Doc.  75- 
24262,  carrying  the  above  headings,  ap¬ 
pears  on  page  42364.  The  balance  of  the 
document  appears  in  the  first  column  of 
page  42366. 


[UCFRPart71] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-OL-58] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Designation 
Correction 
In  the  issue  of  Friday,  September  12, 
1975,  the  first  column  of  FR  Doc.  75- 
24261,  carrying  the  above  headings,  ap¬ 
pears  on  page  42366.  The  balance  of  the 
document  appears  in  the  first  column  of 
page  42365. 


[14CFRPart91] 

[Docket  No.  16020;  Notice  No.  76-35] 

NOISE  ABATEMENT 
Regulations  Submitted  by  EPA  to  FAA 
Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  75-25811,  appearing  at 
page  44256,  in  the  Issue  for  Thursday, 
September  25,  1975  make  the  following 
changes: 


On  page  44270  in  the  third  column: 

1.  A  paragraph  was  inadvertently 
(Knitted  and  should  be  inserted  imme¬ 
diately  above  the  last  paragraph  to  read 
as  follows: 

“The  FAA  has  not  received  frirni  EPA 
an  infiationary  lmi>act  assessment  or  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  assessment  for  the 
proposals  set  forth  in  this  notice.” 

2.  The  signature  should  be  changed  to 
read  “J.  A.  Ferrarese,  Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service.’" 


[14CFRPartl52] 

[Docket  No.  14932;  Notice  No.  75-32 A] 

PROCESSING  AIRPORT  DEVELOPMENT 
ACTIONS  AFFECTING  THE  ENVIRON¬ 
MENT 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposed  in  Notice  75-32,  published  on 
August  20, 1975  (40  F.R.  36516) ,  to  amend 
Part  152  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  to  revise  references  to  applicable 
procedures  for  processing  airport  devel¬ 
opment  actions  affecting  the  environ¬ 
ment.  The  notice  stated  that  considera¬ 
tion  would  be  give:,  to  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  October  3, 1975. 

The  National  Association  of  State  Avi¬ 
ation  Officials  (NASAO) ,  the  American 
Association  of  Airport  Executives 
(AAAE),  and  the  Airport  Operators 
Council  International  (AOCI)  have  re¬ 
quested  an  extension  of  the  time  for 
comments  on  this  proposed  regulatory 
action.  NASAO  and  AAAE  are  both  hold¬ 
ing  meetings  during  the  latter  part  of 
September,  1975,  at  which  time  Notice 
75-32  is  to  be  discussed,  and  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  of  time  would  permit 
them  to  prepare  comments  after  discus¬ 
sion  at  their  respective  meetings.  AOCI 
has  requested  an  extension  of  time  in 
order  to  allow  individual  airport  opera¬ 
tors  a  better  opportunity  for  detailed 
study  of  the  proposal  and  its  ramifica¬ 
tions. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  I 
find  that  the  petitioners  have  a  substan¬ 
tive  interest  in  the  proposed  rule,  that 
good  cause  exists  for  extending  the  com¬ 
ment  period  on  Notice  75-32,  and  that 
such  an  extension  is  consistent  with  the 
public  interest. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14 
CFR  11.45) ,  the  time  within  which  com¬ 
ments  on  Notice  75-32  will  be  received 
is  extended  to  November  3,  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  25, 1965. 

William  V.  Vitale, 

Director, 
Airports  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-26214  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
[49  CFR  Part  177] 

[Docket  No.  HM-110;  Reference  Notice  76-5] 

REPAIRS  TO  VEHICLES  IN  CLOSED 
BUILDINGS 

Withdrawal  of  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

This  notice  withe’ raws  that  part  of  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  75-5  (40 
FR  21485),  which  proposed  a  revision  to 
the  regulation  pertaining  to  repair  and 
maintenance,  in  closed  buildings,  of  vehi¬ 
cles  containing  flammable  liquid  or  gas. 

Of  the  comments  received  in  respor.se 
to  this  proposal,  most  objected  for  sev¬ 
eral  reasons.  Upon  review  of  the  pro¬ 
posal,  in  the  light  of  these  objections,  the 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau  found 
a  need  for  additional  research  and  con¬ 
sideration. 

Withdrawal  of  this  proposal  also  shows 
the  need  to  delay  the  effective  date  of  a 
recent  amendment,  which  addresses  the 
same  matter.  (Amendment  No.  177-31 
(39  FR  41741).)  It  would  otherwise  be¬ 
come  effective  on  October  1,  1975.  A  no¬ 
tice  to  postpone  the  effective  date  ap¬ 
pears  elsewhere  in  this  publication.^ 

The  Bureau  expects  to  issue  another 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  after  fur¬ 
ther  consideration.  The  views  of  inter¬ 
ested  parties,  which  are  currently  on  file, 
will  be  reconsidered  in  the  development 
of  the  new  proposal. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  that 
part  of  the  proposal  (§  177.854(g))  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (49  FR 
21485)  on  May  16,  1975,  and  circulated 
as  part  of  Notice  75-5  is  hereby  with¬ 
drawn. 

(Transportation  of  Explosives  Act  (18  U.S.C. 
831-835):  sec.  6,  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1656);  49  CFR  1.63,  Part 
102,  Appendix  A,  paragraph  (a) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1975. 

Alan  I.  Roberts, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Operations. 
[FR  DOC.7&-26244  FUed  9-29-76;8;45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[49  CFR  Part  554] 

[Docket  75-26;  Notice  No.  1] 

COMPLIANCE  ENFORCEMENT  AND 
DEFECTS  INVESTKJATION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

This  notice  proposes  codifying  existing 
agency  practice  with  respect  to  com¬ 
pliance  enforcement  and  defects*  inves¬ 
tigation  procedures  by  adding  a  Part  554 
to  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations.  The  proposed  Part  combines  and 


iSee  FB  Doc.  75-26243  In  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  section  of  this  Issue. 
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condenses  previously  published  policy  di¬ 
rectives  (39  FJl.  1373,  January  8,  1974; 

38  F.R.  314^,  November  14,  1973)  and 
incorporates  changes  required  by  the 
Motor  Vehicle  and  Schoolbus  Safety 
Amendments  of  1974,  P.L.  93-492, 88  Stat. 
1470.  The  purpose  of  codification  is  more 
fairly  and  effectively  to  Implement  the 
National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vdiicle 
Safety  Act,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  1381 
et  seq.,  by  better  informing  interested 
persons  of  the  agency’s  procedures. 

The  agency’s  organization  and  gen¬ 
eral  enforcement  scheme  remains  im- 
changed.  Separate  Standards  Enforce¬ 
ment  and  Defects  Investigation  of¬ 
fices  develop  priorities,  solicit  informa¬ 
tion.  and  conduct  investigations.  Both 
Issue  monthly  reports  on  pending  inves¬ 
tigations.  Preliminary  determinations  are 
communicated  to  the  public  through 
Federal  Register  notices  of  public  meet¬ 
ings  and  through  press  releases  when  ex¬ 
propriate.  Final  determinations  of  the 
Administrator  are  based  on  the  investi¬ 
gatory  file  and  information  communi¬ 
cated  at  any  public  meeting. 

’The  principal  proposed  change  makes 
more  similar  the  operations  of  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Standards  Enforcement  and  the 
Office  of  Defects  Investigation.  ’The  pres¬ 
ent  proposal  calls  for  the  presentation 
of  data,  views,  and  argmnents  (either  at 
a  hearing  or  in  written  form)  about  30 
days  after  an  initial  determination  of 
any  noncompliance  or  safety-related  de¬ 
fect,  at  which  time  a  manufacturer  could 
attempt  to  establish  that  there  is  no  de¬ 
fect  or  failure  to  comply  or  that  the  al¬ 
leged  defect  does  not  affect  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  safety.  A  new  Part  556  (49  C!PR 
Part  556),  as  proposed,  would  allow 
manufacturers  to  petition  for  exemption 
from  defect  and  noncompliance  notifica¬ 
tion  and  remedy  requirements  on 
grounds  that  the  defect  or  noncompli¬ 
ance  is  inconsequential  as  it  relates  to 
motor  vehicle  safety.  ’The  NHTSA  would 
consider  the  merits  of  such  a  petition 
either  at  the  hearing  or  as  separate 
written  ai^uments  of  the  manufacturer 
in  refutation  of  the  agency’s  initial  de¬ 
termination. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
Is  proposed  that  a  new  Part  554  be  added 
to  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  ’Traffic  Safety  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However, 
the  rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at 
any  time  after  that  date,  and  comments 
received  after  the  closing  date  and  too 


late  for  cmuideratlon  in  regard  to  the 
action  will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for 
future  rulemaking.  Ihe  NHTSA  win  con¬ 
tinue  to  file  relevant  material  as  it  be- 
emnes  available  in  the  docket  alter  the 
closing  date,  mid  it  is  recommended  that 
interested  persons  continue  to  examine 
the  docket  for  new  material. 

Comment  closing  date:  November  14, 
1975. 

Proposed  effective  date:  Date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  final  rule  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

(Secs.  103,  108,  109,  112,  114,  119,  Pub.  L. 
89-563,  80  Stat.  718  (15  UA.C.  1892,  1397, 
1398,  1401,  1403,  1407);  Secs.  102-104,  106, 
Pub.  li.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15  UJ3.C.  1410a, 
1411-1418);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFB  1.51  and  49  CFB  501.8) . 

Issued  on:  September  24, 1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 

Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

New  Part  554  as  proposed  would  read 
as  follows: 

PART  554 — STANDARDS  ENFORCEMENT 
AND  DEFECTS  INVESTIGATION 

Sec. 

554.1  Scope. 

554.2  Purpose. 

554.3  Application. 

554.4  Office  of  standards  enforcement. 

554.5  Office  of  defects  investigation. 

554.6  Opening  an  Investigation. 

554.7  Investigation  prUnrltles. 

654.8  Monthly  reports. 

554.9  Availability  of  files. 

554.10  Preliminary  determinations  and  pub¬ 

lic  meetings. 

554.11  Final  determinations. 

Authoritt:  Secs.  103,  108,  109,  112,  114, 
119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718  (15  US.C. 
1392,  1397,  1398,  1401,  1403,  1407);  Secs.  102- 
104,  196,  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 
UA.C.  1410a,  1411-1418);  delegations  of 
authority  at  49  CFB  1.51  and  49  CFB  501.8. 

§  554.1  Scope. 

’This  part  establishes  procedures  for 
enforcing  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards,  investigating  possible  safety- 
related  defects,  and  making  non-com¬ 
pliance  and  defect  determinations. 

§  554.2  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  inform 
interested  persons  of  the  procedures  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  in  order  more 
fairly  and  effectively  to  Implement  Na¬ 
tional  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  (the  Act) . 

§  554.3  Application. 

This  part  applies  to  actions,  investiga¬ 
tions,  and  defect  and  non-compliance 
determinations  of  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  under  sec¬ 
tions  109,  112,  124,  152,  156,  157,  and  158 
of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1398,  1401,  1411, 
1412,  1416,  1417,  1418) . 

§  554.4  Office  of  standards  enforcement. 

The  Office  of  Standards  Enforcement, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs,  investigates 
compliance  with  Federal  motor  vehicle 
safety  standards,  and  to  this  end  may — 


(a)  Verify  that  manufacturers  certify 
comi^Uance  with  aU  explicable  safety 
standards; 

(b)  Collect  field  reports  from  all 
sources; 

(c)  Inspect  manufacturers’  certifica¬ 
tion  test  data  and  other  supporting  evi¬ 
dence,  including  dealer  communications; 

(d)  Inspect  vehicles  and  equipment  al¬ 
ready  in  use  or  new  vehicles  and  equip¬ 
ment  at  any  stage  of  the  manufacturing, 
distribution  and  sales  chain;  and 

(e)  Conduct  selective  compliance  tests. 

§  554.5  Office  of  Defects  Investigation. 

’The  Office  of  Defects  Investigation, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs,  conducts  in¬ 
vestigations  to  implement  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  concerning  the  Identification 
and  correction  of  safety-related  defects 
in  motor  vehicles  and  motor  vehicle 
equipment.  It  elicits  from  every  avail¬ 
able  source  and  evaluates  on  a  continu¬ 
ing  basis  any  information  suggesting  the 
existence  of  a  safety-related  defect. 

§  554.6  Opening  an  investigation. 

(a)  A  compliance  or  defect  investiga¬ 
tion  is  <xen^  either  on  the  motion  of 
the  Administrator  or  his  delegate  or  on 
the  granting  of  a  petition  of  an  inter¬ 
ested  party  under  Part  552  of  this  chap¬ 
ter. 

(b)  A  manufacturer  is  notified  imme¬ 
diately  by  telephone  of  any  compliance 
test  failure  in  order  to  enable  the  manu¬ 
facturer  to  begin  his  own  investigation. 

§  554.7  Investigation  priorities. 

(a)  Compliance  investigation  priorities 
are  reviewed  annually  and  are  set  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  following  criteria: 

(1)  Prior  compliance  test  data; 

(2)  Accident  data; 

(3)  Engineering  analsrsis  of  vehicle  and 
equipment  designs; 

(4)  Consumer  complaints;  and 

(5)  Market  share. 

(b)  Defects  inputs  are  reviewed 
periodically  by  an  appropriate  panel  of 
engineers  in  consultation  with  the  Office 
of  CThlef  Counsel  to  determine  whether  a 
formal  investigation  should  be  opened  by 
the  Office  of  Defects  Investigation. 

§  554.8  Monthly  reports. 

(a)  Compliance.  A  monthly  compli¬ 
ance  report  is  Issued  which  lists  investi¬ 
gations  opened,  closed,  and  pending  dur¬ 
ing  that  month,  identifies  cmnifiiance 
test  reports  accepted,  and  indicates  how 
individual  reports  may  be  obtained. 

(b)  Defects.  A  monthly  defects  report 
is  issued  which  lists  investigations 
opened,  closed,  pending,  and  suspended 
during  that  month.  An  Investigation  may 
be  designated  “suspended”  where  the  in¬ 
formation  available  is  insufficient  to  wsu*- 
rant  further  investigation.  Suspended 
cases  are  automatically  closed  60  days 
after  appearing  in  a  monthly  report  un¬ 
less  new  information  is  received  which 
justifies  a  different  disposition. 

§  554.9  Availability  of  files. 

All  files  of  closed  or  suspended  in¬ 
vestigations  are,  except  for  exempt  mate- 
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rial,  av8iilable  for  public  inspection  in 
the  NHTSA  Technical  Reference  Library. 
Communications  between  the  agency  and 
a  manufacturer  with  respect  to  ongoing 
investigations  are  also  available.  Repro¬ 
duction  of  entire  files  or  of  Individual 
dociunents  can  be  arranged. 

§  554.10  Preliminary  determinations 
and  public  meetings. 

(a)  A  preliminary  determination  of 
failure  to  comply  with  safety  standards 
or  of  a  safety-related  defect  Is  made  by 
the  Administrator  or  his  delegate  based 
on  the  completed  investigative  file  com¬ 
piled  by  the  appropriate  office. 

(b)  The  determination  Is  ccHnmuni- 
cated  to  the  manufacturer  In  a  letter 
which  makes  available  all  Information 
on  which  the  decision  is  based.  The  letter 
advises  the  manufactiu*er  of  his  right  to 
present  data,  views  and  arguments  to 
establish  that  there  Is  no  defect  or  failure 
to  comply  or  that  the  alleged  defect  does 
not  affect  motor  vehicle  safety.  The 
letter  also  specifies  the  time  and  place  of 
a  public  meeting  for  the  presentation  of 
argiiments  or  sets  a  date  by  which  writ¬ 
ten  comments  must  be  submitted.  Sub¬ 
mission  of  all  information,  whether  at  a 
public  hearing  or  in  written  form,  is  nor¬ 
mally  scheduled  about  30  days  after  the 
preliminary  determination. 

(c)  Public  notice  of  a  preliminary  de¬ 
termination  Is  made  in  a  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  notice  that — 

(1)  Identifies  the  motor  vehicle  or 
item  of  equiixnent  and  its  manufacturer; 

(2)  Summarizes  the  Information  upon 
which  the  determination  is  based; 

(3)  Gives  the  location  of  all  informa¬ 
tion  available  for  public  examination; 
and 

(4)  States  the  time  and  place  of  a  pub¬ 
lic  meeting  or  the  deadline  for  written 
submissions  in  which  the  manufacturer 
and  Interested  persons  may  present  data, 
views,  and  arguments  respecting  the  de¬ 
termination. 

(d)  A  transcript  of  the  public  meeting 
is  kept  and  exhibits  may  be  offered. 
There  is  no  cross-examination  of  wit¬ 
nesses. 

(e)  If  the  Administrator  makes  a  de¬ 
termination  that  a  failure  to  comply  or  a 
safety-related  defect  does  not  exist  he 
may,  at  his  discretion  in  a  particular 
case,  within  60  days  of  the  determina¬ 
tion,  Invite  Interested  persons  to  submit 
their  views  on  the  NHTSA  investigation 
in  another  public  meeting.  Notice  and 
procedures  for  such  a  meeting  are  as 
specified  In  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of 
this  section. 

§  554.11  Final  determinalions. 

(a)  The  Administrator  bases  his  final 
determination  on  the  completed  investi¬ 
gatory  file  and  the  data,  views,  and  argu¬ 
ments  submitted  at  the  public  meeting. 

(b)  If  the  Administrator  determines 
that  a  failure  to  comply  or  a  safety-re¬ 
lated  defect  exists,  he  orders  the  manu¬ 
facturer  to  furnish  the  notification  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  Act  and  to  remedy  the  defect 
or  failure  to  comply. 

(c)  If  the  Administrator  determines 
that  a  failure  to  comply  or  a  safety-re¬ 


lated  defect  does  not  exist,  he  so  notified 
the  manufacturer  and  all  other  persons 
who  participated  In  the  public  meeting. 

(d)  A  statem^t  of  the  Admhiistra- 
tor’s  final  determination  and  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  It  appears  In  each  completed 
public  file. 

[PR  Doc.76-26120  Piled  9-29-76;8;46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[49CFR  Part  71] 

[OST  Docket  No.  21;  Notice  No. '76-8] 

EASTERN-CENTRAL  STANDARD  TIME 
ZONE  BOUNDARY  IN  THE  STATE  OF 
MICHIGAN 

Proposed  Relocation 

The  Board  of  County  Commissioners 
of  Iron  County,  Michigan,  has  petitioned 
the  Department  of  Transportation  to 
amend  S  71.5  of  title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  to  redefine  the 
boundary  between  the  eastern  and  cen¬ 
tral  time  zones  so  as  to  include  Iron 
County  in  the  eastern  time  zone. 

At  present,  four  counties  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan — ^Iron,  Gogebic, 
Dickenson  and  Menominee — are  within 
the  central  time  zone.  The  remainder 
of  the  State  of  Michigan  is  within  the 
eastern  time  zone.  The  four  counties  were 
relocated  from  the  eastern  to  the  central 
zone  by  order  of  the  Secretary  of  Trans¬ 
portation  issued  April  10, 1973,  and  effec¬ 
tive  2:00  a.m.,  April  29,  1973  (38  FR 
9228,  AprU  12, 1973) . 

The  Board  of  Commissioners,  which 
had  supported  the  relocation  of  the  cen¬ 
tral  time  zone  in  1973,  now  believes  com¬ 
merce  and  the  convenience  of  citizens 
have  been  disrupted  by  the  relocation. 
The  Board  believes  the  convenience  of 
commerce  and  of  its  citizens  would  best 
be  served  by  relocating  the  time  zone 
limits  to  include  Iron  County  within  the 
eastern  time  zone. 

Under  the  Time  Act  originally  en¬ 
acted  in  1918,  as  amended  by  the  Uni¬ 
form  Time  Act  of  1966  (16  U.S.C.  260  et 
seq.)  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  is 
authorized  to  modify  the  limits  of  time 
zones  having  regard  to  “the  convenience 
of  commerce  and  the  existing  junction 
points  and  division  points  of  carriers  en¬ 
gaged  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce.” 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Department  proposes  to  amend  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  §  71.5  of  title  49  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  to  relocate  the 
boundary  between  the  eastern  and  cen¬ 
tral  time  zones  so  as  to  include  Iron 
County  in  the  eastern  time  zone. 

Before  taking  final  action  to  adopt, 
deny,  or  modify  the  proposed  boundary 
requested  by  the  petitioner,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Transportation  will  consider  the 
timely  comments  of  all  interested  per¬ 
sons.  Comments  shoxild  identify  the  regu¬ 
latory  docket  or  notice  number  (see 
above)  and  be  submitted  to  the  Docket 
C!lerk,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590.  Comments  received  on 
or  before  October  20,  1975,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  final  action  is  taken  on 


the  petition.  All  docketed  (xmunents  will 
be  available  for  public  Inspection  and 
copying,  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Office  of 
the  Assistant  G^eral  Counsel  for  Regu¬ 
lation,  Room  10424,  Department  of 
Transportation  Headquarters  (Nassif) 
Building,  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W.. 
Washington,  D.C„  between  9:00  a.m.  and 
5:30  p.m.  local  time,  Monday  *  through 
Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

This  proceeding  does  not  concern  ad¬ 
herence  to  or  exemption  from  advanced 
time.  The  Uniform  Time  Act  of  1966  re¬ 
quires  observance  of  advanced  time  from 
2:00  a.m.  on  the  last  Sunday  in  April  to 
2:00  a.m.  on  the  last  Sunday  in  October 
of  each  year,  but  permits  any  State  to 
exempt  its^  from  this  requirement  by 
law  applicaUe  to  the  entire  State.  A  State 
that  has  parts  in  more  than  one  time 
zone  may  exempt  the  entire  area  within 
one  time  zone  without  exempting  the 
entire  State.  Thus,  any  part  of  the  State 
of  Michigan  placed  in  the  central  time 
zone  must,  imder  existing  law  in  the 
State  of  Michigan,  obcserve  central  ad¬ 
vanced  time  from  2:00  a.m.  on  the  last 
Sunday  in  April  to  2:00  a.m.  on  the  last 
Sunday  in  October  of  each  year.  All  such 
parts  may,  however,  be  exempted  col¬ 
lectively  from  such  observance  by  act  of 
the  Michigan  legislature. 

The  Department  intends  that  any 
change  in  the  existing  boundary  which 
results  from  the  adoption  of  this  propo¬ 
sal  shall  take  effect  at  2:00  a.m.,  Sunday, 
October  26,  1975,  the  beginning  of  the 
changeover  date  to  standard  (nonad- 
vanced)  time. 

This  proposal  Is  issued  under  authority 
of  the  Act  of  March  19,  1918,  as  amended  by 
the  Uniform  Time  Act  of  1966  (16  U.S.C.  260- 
67);  section  6(e)(6)  of  the  Itepartment  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  UB.C.  1666(e)(6)): 
and  S  1.69(a)  the  Regulations  of  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  (49 
CPR  1.69(a)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  25, 1975. 

John  Hart  Ely, 
General  Counsel. 

IFR  Doc.75-26121  Piled  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21 CFR  Part  310] 

[Docket  No.  75N-0254] 

CONDITIONS  FOR  MARKETING  HUMAN 
PRESCRIPTION  DRUGS  AND  DEVICES 

Regulatory  Policy  and  Proposed  Rulemak¬ 
ing  for  Marketing  Contact  Lenses 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  proposing  to  adopt  a  regulation  setting 
forth  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion’s  longstanding  regulatory  policy  for 
marketing  contact  lenses  and  explaining 
the  criteria  the  Agency  will  use  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  contact  lenses  are  to  be 
regarded  as  drugs  or  devices.  Interested 
persons  have  until  December  1,  1975  to 
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submit  written  comments  regarding  the 
proposal. 

Background — Contact  lenses  consist¬ 
ing  entirely  of  polymethylmethacrylate 
(PMMA)  have  been  marketed  in  the 
United  States  since  the  early  1950’s  and 
have  been  and  continue  to  be  regarded 
the  Agency  as  devices  within  the 
meaning  of  section  201(h)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  Such 
products  do  not  require  administrative 
approval  for  marketing. 

Since  the  introduction  of  hydrophilic 
soft  contact  lenses  in  the  1960’s,  the 
agency  has  regarded  all  contact  lenses 
other  than  those  consisting  of  PMMA  as 
new  drugs  requiring  premarketing  clear¬ 
ance.  This  decision  to  regulate  such  con¬ 
tact  lenses  imder  the  new  drug  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  was  based  on  a  recognition 
that  new  plastic  materials  that  had  not 
been  shown  to  be  safe  and  effective  were 
being  introduced  for  use  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  contact  lenses.  The  introduc¬ 
tion  of  these  new  materials  led  to  new 
lens  design  and  use,  new  manufacturing 
methods,  and  new  methods  for  lens  care. 
The  Food  and  Drug  Administration  Is 
concerned  that  the  use  of  these  contact 
lenses  may  result  in  serious  eye  damage 
If  the  new  material  of  which  they  are 
composed  is  imsafe  for  use  in  the  eye, 

If  the  user  cannot  feasibly  care  for  the 
lenses,  or  if  the  highly  complex  proce¬ 
dures  for  the  manufacture  of  these  lenses 
are  not  carefully  controlled  to  assure 
a  product  of  uniform  quality. 

To  be  safe  for  use,  contact  lenses  must 
be  compatible  with  the  ocxUar  tissue  and 
nonbiodegradable,  i.e.,  incapable  of  intro¬ 
ducing  potentially  toxic  substances  into 
the  surrounding  tissue  through  leaching 
or  migration.  To  determine  the  safety 
of  contact  lenses,  studies  must  be  con¬ 
ducted  to  define  the  biocompatibility  of 
the  lenses  with  ocular  tissue  and  to  de¬ 
termine  their  biodegradability.  Such 
studies  must  supply  data  adequate  to 
establish  the  safety  of  the  lenses  and 
should  include,  among  others,  ocular  irri¬ 
tation  studies,  tissue  reactivity  studies, 
primary  ocular  Irritation  studies  using 
extractables  obtained  from  the  lenses, 
and  studies  to  determine  the  possible 
effects  that  might  be  produced  by  the 
lenses  following  inadvertent  use  with 
common  ophtalmlc  preparations,  includ¬ 
ing  those  available  on  the  prescription 
of  a  licensed  mtictitioner.  In  evaluating 
such  studies,  the  frequency  and  duration 
of  contact  lens  wear  require  that  con¬ 
sideration  be  given  to  the  long  term 
tolerance  of  ociilar  tissues  to  the  lenses. 
In  addition,  tests  must  be  conducted  to 
determine  the  danger  of  potentially  toxic 
substances  leaching  or  migrating  from 
the  lenses  into  the  surrounding  ocular 
tissue.  To  assess  this  danger  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  determine  the  quantitative 
amoimts  of  the  toxic  substances  that 
may  be  detrimental. 

Several  characteristics  of  contact 
lenses  require  a  system  for  daily  care 
by  the  lens  wearer  that  is  effective  and 
practical.  Although  plastic  contact  lenses 
are  highly  polished  on  both  sides,  they 


are  still  slightly  porous.  If  such  lenses- 
are  stored  while  dry,  the  chemical  con¬ 
stituents  of  tears  can  produce  an  unde¬ 
sirable  residue  of  material  on  the  surface 
of  the  lens  which  can  disturb  its  optical 
transparency.  Additionally,  pathogenic 
organisms  and  toxic  substances  may  be 
transferred  to  the  lens.  In  certain  cases, 
a  buildup  of  proteinaceous  deposits  has 
been  observed  on  contact  lenses.  Conse¬ 
quently,  methods  must  be  developed  for 
daily  cleaning  and  asepticizing  of  lenses 
to  prevent  damage  of  the  eye  from  in¬ 
fection  and  to  maintain  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  lenses.  Where  disinfecting 
solutions  are  required,  studies  must  be 
conducted  to  determine  if  the  constit¬ 
uents  of  the  soluticm  will  be  absorbed 
and  concentrated  in  the  lenses  and  sub¬ 
sequently  eluted  into  the  wearer’s  eyes 
in  order  to  prevent  the  severe  eye 
damage  which  may  occur  under  these 
circumstances. 

To  be  safe  for  use,  contact  lenses  must 
also  be  capable  of  being  manufactured 
under  conditions  which  will  assure  a 
product  of  uniform  quality.  Complex 
chemistry  is  involved  in  the  synthesis  of 
new  plastics  used  in  contact  lenses,  and 
apparently  minor  alterations  of  the  com¬ 
ponent  in  the  plastic  may  affect  the  ab¬ 
sorption  of  the  plastic  or  the  therapeu¬ 
tic  visefulness  or  stability  of  the  product. 

In  assessing  the  adequacy  of  the  proce¬ 
dures  for  manufacturing  contact  lenses, 
consideration  must  be  given  to  purity  of 
raw  materials  and  methods  of  produc¬ 
tion  to  assure  that  toxic  substances  are 
not  present  in  the  raw  materials  or  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  manufacturing  process. 

The  Agency’s  policy  of  regarding  con¬ 
tact  lenses  other  than  those  consisting 
entirely  of  PMMA  as  new  drugs  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  United  States  v.  An  Article  of 
Drug  .  .  .  Bacto-Vnidisk,.  394  U.S.  784 
(1969),  and  of  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit  in 
AMP  Inc.  V.  Gardner.  389  F.  2d  825  (C.A, 
2),  cert,  defied  sub  nom,  AMP,  Inc.  v. 
Cohen.  393  U.S.  825  (1968).  These  deci¬ 
sions  recognized  that  products  falling 
within  the  act’s  broad  definition  of 
“drug”  may  properly  be  regulated  as  new 
drugs  to  accomplish  the  act’s  basic  pur¬ 
pose  of  protecting  the  public  health.  As 
Chief  Justice  Warren  stated  in  United 
States  V.  Bacto-Unidisk,  supra  at  793, 
798-99,  in  his  opinion  for  the  Court: 

[I]t  Is  clear  from  $  201  that  the  word 
“drug”  is  a  term  of  art  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Act,  encompassing  far  more  than  the 
strict  medical  definition  of  that  word  *  *  *. 
The  historical  expansion  of  the  definition 
of  drug,  and  the  creation  of  a  parallel  con¬ 
cept  of  devices,  clearly  show  •  •  •  that 
Congress  fully  Intended  that  the  Act’s  cover¬ 
age  be  as  broad  as  Its  literal  language  indi¬ 
cates — and  equally  clearly,  broader  than  any 
strict  medical  definition  might  otherwise  al¬ 
low  *  *  *.  [L]eglslatlve  history,  read  In  light 
of  the  statute’s  remedial  purpose,  directs  us 
to  read  the  classification  “drug”  broadly, 
and,  to  confine  the  device  exception  [to  a 
relatively  narrow  interpretation]  *  •  *. 

At  the  time  of  these  court  decisions, 
contact  lenses  consisting  entirely  of 
PMMA  had  become  widely  used  since 
their  introduction.  Experience  in  using 


these  lenses  had  raised  no  substantial 
questions  as  to  their  safety  and  effective¬ 
ness.  Therefore,  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad- 
ndnistration  continues  to  regard  these 
lenses  as  devices. 

Hie  policy  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  of  regarding  all  contact 
lenses  other  than  those  consisting  en¬ 
tirely  of  PMMA  as  new  drugs  has  been 
publicized  and  is  generally  known  to  con¬ 
tact  lens  manufacturers.  (See,  e.g.,  Hal- 
berg,  G.  Peter,  M.D.,  “Regulatory  As¬ 
pects  of  Contact  Lenses,”  Transactions 
of  the  American  Academy  of  Ophthal¬ 
mology  and  Otolaryngology  78  :419,  May- 
June  1974,  a  speech  presented  at  the 
Seventy-eighth  Annual  Meeting  of  the 
American  Academy  of  Ophthalmology 
and  Otolaryngology,  Dallas,  Texas,  Sep¬ 
tember  16-20,  1973.  A  copy  is  on  display 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk).  Further  evi¬ 
dence  of  industry  awareness  of  this  policy 
is  the  fact  that  several  new  drug  or  in¬ 
vestigational  new  drug  applications  for 
contact  lenses  made  of  polymers  other 
than  PMMA  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Agency. 

Regulatory  Policy — ^The  Agency  has  in 
the  past  regarded,  and  will  continue  to 
regard,  contact  lenses  consisting  entirely 
of  PMMA  as  devices  within  the  meaning 
of  section  201(h)  of  the  act.  Manufac¬ 
turers  of  these  contact  lenses  are  respon¬ 
sible  for  assuring  that  such  devices  are 
not  adulterated  or  misbranded. 

The  Agency  has  undertaken  a  study 
to  determine  the  extent  to  v^ch  adju¬ 
vants  such  as  cross-linking  agents,  resin 
'  bases,  catalysts,  colorants,  and  antioxi¬ 
dants  are  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
contact  lenses  consisting  of  PMMA  to 
detennine  the  effects  of  such  adjuvants 
on  the  essential  physicochemical  char¬ 
acteristics  of  PMMA  and  thus  to  deter¬ 
mine  which  of  these  contact  lenses  may 
be  regarded  as  devices  and  which  should 
be  regarded  as  new  drugs.  The  public 
will  be  advised  of  the  findings  of  thi-s 
study  when  it  is  completed,  or  if  new 
information  raising  questions  about  the 
safety  and  effectiveness  of  any  such  con¬ 
tact  lenses  is  developed. 

The  Agency  has  in  the  past  regarded, 
and  will  continue  to  regard,  as  new  drugs 
contact  lenses  consisting  of  polymers 
other  than  PMMA,  e.g.,  cellulose  acetate 
butyrate  (CAB) ,  polycarbonate,  silicone, 
and  hydroxyethylmethacrylate  (HEMA) . 
Appn^rlate  regulatory  actlcm  will  be  Inl- 
^ted  against  any  such  contact  lenses 
introduced  into  interstate  commerce  that 
are  not  the  subject  of  an  approved  full 
new  drug  application  (NDA)  or  “Notice 
of  Claimed  Investigational  Exemption 
for  a  New  Drug”  (IND) . 

Although  the  Agency’s  enforcement 
policy  regarding  contact  lenses  has  iM-e- 
viously  been  publicized,  this  policy  is  not 
set  forth  in  Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations.  Accordingly,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  has  con¬ 
cluded  that,  formally  to  advise  the  pub¬ 
lic,  this  regulatory  policy  should  be 
promulgated  as  a  regulation  and  codified 
in  Title  21,  CJ’.R.  Such  a  regulation  is 
pr(^;>osed  below.  Upon  promulgation,  this 
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regulation  will  codify  the  Agency’s  cur¬ 
rent  regulatory  policy  regarding  contact 
lenses  as  set  fotih  in  this  notice. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  505,  701 

(a),  52  Stat.  1052-1053  as  amended, 
1055  (21  U.S.C.  355,  371(a)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  him  (21  CFR 
2.120),  the  Commissioner  proposes  that 
Part  310  be  amended  by  adding  a  new 
section  to  read  as  follows: 

§  310.512  Conditions  for  marketing 

contact  lenses  for  human  use. 

(a)  The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
regards  as  devices,  within  the  meaning 
of  section  201(h)  of  the  act,  contact 
lenses  consisting  entirely  of  polimiethyl- 
methacrylate  (PMMA) .  Manufacturers 
of  these  contact  lenses  are  responsible 
for  assuring  that  such  devices  are  not 
adulterated  or  misbranded. 

(b)  The  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  has  undertaken  a  study  to  determine 
the  extent  to  which  adjuvants  such  as 
cross-linking  agents,  resin  bases,  cata¬ 
lysts,  colorants,  and  antioxidants  are 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  contact 
lenses  consisting  of  PMMA  to  determine 
the  effects  of  such  adjuvants  on  the  es¬ 
sential  physicochemical  characteristics 
of  PMMA  and  thus  to  determine  which 
of  these  contact  lenses  may  be  regarded 
as  devices  and  which  shall  be  regarded 
as  drugs.  The  public  will  be  advised  of 
these  findings  when  this  study  is  com¬ 
pleted  or  if  new  informaticm  raising 
questions  about  the  safety  and  effective¬ 
ness  of  any  such  contact  lenses  is 
developed. 

(c)  The  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  regards  as  new  drugs  contact  lenses 
consisting  of  polymers  other  than  nilMA, 

e.g^  cellulose  acetate  butyrate  (CAB), 
pc^earbonate,  silicone,  and  hydroxy- 
ethylmethacrylate  (HEMA).  Any  such 
lenses  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
that  are  not  the  subject  of  an  am>roved 
full  new  drug  ai^llcation  (NDA)  or  “No¬ 
tice  of  Claimed  Investigational  Exemp¬ 
tion  for  a  New  Drug”  (IND)  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  regulatory  action  to  enforce  sec¬ 
tion  505  of  the  act. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
December  1, 1975,  submit  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Dhig  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852,  written  comments  (prefer¬ 
ably  in  quintuplicate  and  identified  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk  docket  number  foimd 
'  in  brackets  in  the  heading  of  this  docu¬ 
ment)  regarding  this  proposal.  Received 
cmnments  may  be  seen  in  the  above  office 
during  woiking  hours,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Dated:  September  24,  1975. 

WzLLiAK  F.  Randolph, 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FB  DOC.7&-26063  PUed  9-29-75;8:45  am) 


[21  CFR  Part  1010] 

[Docket  No.  70N-0259] 

PERFORMANCE  STANDARDS  FOR 
ELECTRONIC  PRODUCTS 

Exemptions  from  Performance  Standards 
for  Products  Intended  for  United  States 
Government  Use 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
proposes  to  amend  Part  1010  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  (21  CFR  Part 
1010)  to  provide  for  exemptions  from 
standards  for  electronic  products  intend¬ 
ed  for  use  by  departments  or  agencies 
of  the  United  States.  The  proposed 
amendment  would  add  new  §  1010.5.  The 
granting  of  such  exemptions  is  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  358(a)  (5)  of  the 
Radiation  Control  for  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1968.  Comments  on  this  proposal 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  1, 1975. 

Pursuant  to  the  act,  electronic  prod¬ 
ucts  intended  for  use  by  United  States 
departments  or  agencies  may  be  granted 
exemption  from  applicable  performance 
standards  of  21  CFR  Subchapter  J.  pro¬ 
vided  the  department  or  agency  has  pre¬ 
scribed  procurement  specifications  gov¬ 
erning  the  emissions  of  electronic 
product  radiation  and  provided  further 
that  the  product  is  of  a  type  used  solely 
or  predominantly  by  departments  or 
agencies  of  the  United  States.  The  man¬ 
ufacturer,  which  may  or  may  not  be 
the  government  agency,  shall  apply  for 
the  exemption.  The  purchasing  specifi¬ 
cations  would  have  to  be  included  in 
the  application  and  would  have  to  con¬ 
tain  adequate  provisions  for  radiation 
safety. 

Proposed  §  1010.5  would  provide  that: 

1.  Manufacturers  would  be  required  to 
submit: 

a.  The  product’s  procurement  specifi¬ 
cations  that  relate  to  radiation  emission. 
This  would  allow  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FDA)  to  determine  if  there 
are  adequate  criteria  governing  the 
emission  of  electronic  product  radiation. 

b.  Evidence  that  the  specific  products 
for  which  exemption  is  sought  are  in¬ 
tended  for  use  by  departments  or  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  United  States  Government 
and  are  of  a  type  used  solely  or  predmnl- 
nantly  by  such  departments  or  agencies. 
Exemptions  granted  under  this  section 
would  only  be  for  products  to  be  acquired 
and  used  by  U.S.  departments  or  agen¬ 
cies. 

c.  A  description  of  the  product  and  its 
intended  use,  to  allow  the  FDA  to  become 
familiar  with  the  product  and  any  po¬ 
tential  radiation  hazards  associated  with 
it. 

d.  A  description  of  the  possible  incom- 
patability  of  the  applicable  standard  in 
21  CFR  Subchapter  J  with  Uie  product’s 
intended  use.  In  general,  exonptions 
from  standards  can  be  more  readily  Jus¬ 
tified  if  adhorence  to  the  standard  would 
conflict  with  the  intended  use  of  the 
product. 


e.  A  description  of  the  exact  manner 
in  which  it  is  proposed  to  deviate  from 
the  requirements  of  the  standard.  This  is 
necessary  to  determine  whether  exemp- 
tiim  from  an  applicable  standard  is  ap¬ 
propriate. 

f.  A  description  of  the  advantages  to 
be  derived  from  deviations  from  require¬ 
ments  of  the  applicable  standard.  De¬ 
viation  from  requirements  of  a  stand¬ 
ard  would  be  allowed  only  if  there  is  a 
clear  need  or  advantage  in  so  doing. 

g.  An  explanation  of  alternate  means 
of  radiation  protection  that  are  to  be 
provided.  If  adherence  to  specific  radia¬ 
tion  protection  criteria  of  an  applicable 
standard  is  not  appropriate,  alternate 
means  of  radiation  protection  would  be 
considered  in  evaluating  the  application. 

h.  The  length  of  time  the  manufac¬ 
turer  desires  to  have  the  exemption  in 
effect,  and,  if  appropriate,  the  niunber 
of  imits  to  be  manufactured  under  the 
exemption.  All  exemptions  granted  would 
have  a  termination  date  and,  if  appro¬ 
priate,  a  specified  number  of  units.  Since 
electronic  product  technology  is  rapidly 
changing,  it  is  not  considered  compatible 
with  good  radiation  protection  practice  to 
allow  open  ended  exemptions. 

i.  Additional  information  necessary  to 
evaluate  and  act  on  the  exemption  re¬ 
quest.  Such  additional  information  would 
be  requested  by  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Radiological  Health,  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

2.  The  proposed  provisions  would  per¬ 
mit  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Radiological 
Health,  to  amend  or  renew  exemptions. 
This  will  avoid  the  necessity  for  submis¬ 
sion  and  processing  of  completely  new 
applications,  where  unwarranted. 

3.  The  Director,  Btireau  of  Radiological 
Health,  would  have  authority  to  with¬ 
draw  an  exemption  at  any  time  when 
necessary  to  protect  the  public  health,  or 
when  Justified  by  the  provisions  of  the 
act  or  21  CFR  Subchapter  J.  An  exemp¬ 
tion  might  be  withdrawn  if,  for  example, 
a  standard  is  amended  to  make  the  ex¬ 
emption  unnecessary.  Withdrawal  of  an 
exemption  could  also  be  based  upon  ad¬ 
ditional  information  not  anticipated  or 
not  available  at  the  time  the  exemption 
is  granted. 

4.  Applications  for  exemptions  would 
be  submitted  to  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Cleric,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852. 
Applicants  would  be  Informed  in  writing 
by  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Radiological 
Health  of  action  on  a  requested  exemp¬ 
tion. 

5.  All  applications  for  exemptions  and 
amendments  and  extensions  thereof,  and 
all  correspondence  rating  to  such  ap¬ 
plications,  would  be  available  for  public 
disclosure  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  except  for  ccmfldential  or  proprie¬ 
tary  information  submitted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  21 CTR  Part  4. 

Where  applicable.  State  radiation  con¬ 
trol  authorities  will  be  notified  of  ap- 
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plications  for  exemptions,  as  well  as  ac¬ 
tions  taken. 

No  environmental  Impact  statement  or 
environmental  impact  analysis  report  Is 
required  pursuant  to  21  CFR  6.1(b)  be¬ 
cause  this  amendment  wlU  not  signifi¬ 
cantly  affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment. 

Therefore,  under  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended  by  the  Radiation 
Control  for  Health  and  Safety  Act  of 
1968  (sec.  358,  82  Stat.  1177-1179  (42 
U.S.C.  263f,  263j))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  the 
Commissioner  proposes  to  amend  Part 
1010  by  adding  a  new  §  1010.5  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1010.5  Exemptions  for  products  in¬ 
tended  for  United  States  Government 
use. 

(a)  Criteria  for  exemptions.  Upon  ap¬ 
plication  by  a  manufacturer  (including 
assembler) ,  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Radiological  Health,  Food  and  Drug  Ad- 
ministration,  may  grant  an  exemption 
from  any  performance  standard  under 
Subchapter  J  of  this  chapter  for  an  elec¬ 
tronic  product  subject  to  such  standard 
when  he  determines  that  such  electronic 
product  is  intended  for  use  by  depart¬ 
ments  or  agencies  of  the  United  States: 
Provided,  That  such  department  or 
agency  has  prescribed  procurement  spec¬ 
ifications  governing  emissions  of  elec¬ 
tronic  product  radiation:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  such  product  is  of  a  type  used 
solely  or  predominantly  by  departments 
or  agencies  of  the  United  States. 

(b)  Applications  for  exemptions.  Ap¬ 
plications  for  exemptions  or  for  amend¬ 
ments  or  extensions  thereof  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  quintuplicate  to  the  Hearing 
C)lerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852. 

(I)  The  application  for  exemptions 
shall  include  the  following  Information: 

(i)  The  product’s  procurement  specifi¬ 
cations  that  govern  emissions  of  elec¬ 
tronic  product  radiation. 

(II)  Evidence  that  such  product  is  in¬ 
tended  for  use  by  a  department  or  agency 
of  the  United  Stetes  and  is  of  a  type  used 
solely  or  predominantly  by  departments 
or  agencies  of  the  United  States. 

(ill)  A  description  of  the* product  and 
its  intended  use.  ** 

(Iv)  An  explanation  of  how  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  applicable  standard  would 
restrict  or  be  inappropriate  for  this  in¬ 
tended  use. 

(v)  A  description  of  the  manner  In 
which  it  Is  proposed  to  deviate  from  the 
requirements  of  the  applicable  standard. 

(vl)  An  explanation  of  the  advantages 
to  be  derived  from  such  deviation. 

(vil)  An  explanation  of  how  alternate 
means  of  radiation  protection  will  be 
provided. 

(vlil)  The  period  of  time  it  Is  desired 
that  the  exemption  be  In  effect,  and.  If 
appropriate,  the  number  of  units  the  ap¬ 
plicant  wishes  to  manufacture. 


(lx)  The  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  manufacturer  or  his  agent. 

(x)  The  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  United  States  department 
or  agency  purchasing  the  product. 

(xl)  Such  other  information  required 
by  regulation  or  by  the  Director,  Biureau 
of  Radiological  Health,  to  evaluate  and 
act  on  the  application. 

(2)  The  application  for  amendment  or 
extension  of  an  exemption  shall  include 
the  following  information: 

(i)  The  exemption  number  and  expira¬ 
tion  date. 

(ii)  The  amendment  or  extension  re¬ 
quested  and  basis  for  the  amendment  or 
extension. 

(iii)  A  description  of  the  effect  of  the 
amendment  or  extension  on  protection 
from  radiation  produced  by  the  product. 

(iv)  An  explanation  of  how  alternate 
means  of  radiation  protection  will  be  pro¬ 
vided. 

(c)  Ruling  on  applications.  (1)  The  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  erf  Radiological  Health, 
may  approve  or  deny,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
a  requested  exemption  or  any  amend¬ 
ment  or  extension  thereof,  and  he  shall 
inform  the  applicant  in  writing  of  his 
action  on  a  requested  exemption  or 
amendment  or  extension.  Each  exemp¬ 
tion  will  be  assigned  an  identifying  num¬ 
ber. 

(2)  The  Director,  Bureau  of  Radiologi¬ 
cal  Health,  shall  amend  or  withdraw  an 
exemption  whenever  he  determines  that 
such  action  is  necessary  to  protect  the 
public  health  or  otherwise  is  justified  by 
provisions  of  the  act  or  this  subchapter. 
Such  action  shall  become  effective  when 
the  applicant  receives  written  notice  of 
the  action,  except  that  it  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  immediately  when  the  Director 
determines  that  it  is  necessary  to  prevent 
an  imminent  health  hazard. 

(3)  All  applications  for  exemptions  and 
for  amendments  and  extensions  thereof 
and  all  correspondence  relating  to  such 
applications  shall  be  available  for  public 
disclosure  in  the  ofiflee  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  except  for  confidential  or  proprie¬ 
tary  information  submitted  in  accordance 
with  Part  4  of  this  chapter. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
December  1,  1975,  submit  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20852,  written  comments 
regarding  this  proposal.  Comments  shall 
be  subnUtted  in  quintuplicate  and  shall 
be  identified  with  the  Hearing  Clerk 
docket  munber  foiuid  in  brackets  in  the 
heading  of  this  document.  It  is  proposed 
to  make  this  amendment  effective  10 
days  af  ter  publication  of  the  final  order. 
Received  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office,  Monday  through  Friday, 
from  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  except  on  Federal 
legal  holidays. 

Dated:  September  23, 1975. 

William  F.  Randolph, 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
(FB  Doc.7&-a6064  FUed  9-29-75;  8: 45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[4QCFRPart52] 

[FBIi  437-2] 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 
Massachusetts:  Proposed  Change  in  the 
Sulfur  Content  of  Fuel  Burned  In  the 
Metropolitan  Boston  Air  Quality  Control 
Region 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
and  40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator 
approved  with  exceptions  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  Implementation  Plan  for  the  at¬ 
tainment  of  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards. 

On  July  11,  1975  the  Massachusetts 
Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs  in¬ 
formally  submitted  a  proposed  revision 
pursuant  to  recently  adopted  Chapter 
494,  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts’ 
“An  Act  Relative  to  Periodic  Review  of 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards’’  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  implementation  plan.  The 
Secretary  completed  formal  submittal  of 
the  revision  on  September  16,  1975.  This 
revision  would  make  less  stringent  the 
regulations  governing  sulfur  content  of 
fuels  burned  in  the  Boston  core  area  by 
allowing  electric  generating  facilities 
having  an  energy  input  capacity  of  two 
and  one  half  billion  (2.5  billion)  or 
greater  BTU  per  hour  to  bum  fossil  fuel 
with  a  sulfur  content  not  to  exceed  0.55 
pounds  per  million  BTU  heat  release 
potential  (approximately  equivalent  to 
1%  sulfur  content  fuel  oil).  Also,  those 
facilities  located  in  the  Metropolitan 
Boston  Air  Quality  Control  ^Region  but 
not  in  the  Boston  core  having  an  energy 
input  capacity  of  one  hundred  million 
(100,000,000)  or  greater  BTU  per  hour 
may  bum  fossil  fuel  with  sulfur  content 
not  in  excess  of  1.21  pounds  per  million 
BTU  heat  release  potential  (approximate 
equivalent  to  2.2  percent  sulfur  content 
fuel  oil) .  These  changes  would  be  effec¬ 
tive  from  July  1, 1975  to  July  1, 1977.  'The 
proposed  revision  requires  that  each 
source  be  reviewed  by  the  Department  of 
Environmental  Quality  Engineering  in 
order  to  insure  that  ambient  air  quality 
standards  will  not  be  exceeded.  The  pro¬ 
posed  revision  also  requires  that  the  use 
of  such  fuel  must  be  approved  in  writing 
by  the  Department. 

In  certain  cases  the  establishment  of 
a  network  of  continuous  ambient  air  sul¬ 
fur  dioxide  monitors  will  be  required  in 
the  vicinity  of  a  facility  or  combination 
of  facilities  eligible  to  bum  fuel  of  the 
revised  higher  sulfur  content.  As  a  mini¬ 
mum,  additional  monitors  will  be  re¬ 
quired  whenever  the  annual  usage  of 
the  higher  sulfur  fuel  would  exceed  ten 
(10)  million  oil-equivalent  gallons  in  any 
one  city  or  town.  Exceedence  of  ambient 
air  quality  standards  for  sulfur  dioxide 
recorded  by  such  monitoring  systems 
would  be  gitSunds  for  requiring  an  im¬ 
mediate  and  permanent  return  to  the 
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iise  of  lower  sulfur  fud  for  the  sources  sta4ute  in  the  State  Agency  regulations. 
Involved.  Section  110  <a)  <2)  (D)  t  <Ca)  <4)  of  tbe 

Copies  of  the  Massachusetts  submls-  dean  Air  Act  £42  US.C.  lttgc-5  (a)  (2) 
Sion  are  available  for  ptU>lic  inspection  (D)  ft  <a}  (4)  1  and  40  CF%  £IAl<a)  (4) 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the  En-  &  51.18  of  the  EPA  reguSatkxns  require 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  states  to  have  legal  authority  and  en- 
I,  J.P.K.  Federal  Building,  Room  2113,  foroeable  procedures  to  prevent  oon- 
Boston,  Ifessachusetts  02203;  Depart-  Etructkm  or  modification  of  a  source 
merit  of  Environmental  Quality  Engi-  which  may  (a)  violate  portions  of  the 
neering.  Bureau  erf  Air  Quality  Control,  applicable  control  strate^  or  (b)  inter- 
Room  320,  600  Washington  Sti’eet,  Bos-  fere  with  attainment/ maintenance  of  a 
ton,  Massachusetts  02111;  and  the  Free-  national  standar.1. 

dom  of  Information  Center,  Environ-  in  addition,  40  CFR  51.18(h)  requires 
mental  Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  states  to  have  procedures  providing  for 
SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  public  comment  including  a  30-day  com- 

The  Regional  Administrator  hereby  ment  period, 
issues  this  notice  setting  forth  the  Mas-  The  “default  permit”  contained  in  the 
sachusetts  revision  as  proposed  rulemak-  Wisconsin  Statute  and  regulations  fin¬ 
ing  and  advises  the  public  that  interested  pedes  the  abHity  of  the  State  to  meet  the 
persons  may  participate  in  ihis  rule-  above-described  requirements.  Accord¬ 
making  by  submitting  written  cmnments,  ingly,  to  the  extent  that  issuance  of  “de- 
preferably  in  trfiilicate,  to  the  address  fault  permits”  would  interfere  with  the 
below.  Relevant  comments  received  by  authority  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  to 
October  31,  1975,  will  be  considered  and  prohibit  construction  which  will  cause 
acknowledged.  Comments  received  will  be  violation  of  air  quality  standards  or  por- 
available  for  public  in]Q>ection  during  tions  of  the  I4>plicable  plan,  the  Wlscon- 
normal  working  hours  at  the  Region  1  sin  plan  should  be  disapproved.  EPA  is 
office.  All  comments  should  be  addressed  today  proposing  substitute  regulations 
to:  Regional  Administrator,  Region  I,  applicable  to  sources  receiving  “default 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Boom  permits.”  In  addition,  the  Wisconsin 
2203,  J.FJL  Federal  Building,  Boston,  plan  should  be  disapproved  for  failure  to 
Massachusetts  02202.  meet  public  comment  requiremmts,  and 

The  Administrator’s  decision  to  ap-  a  substitute  regulation  applicable  to  all 
vreme  or  dism^prove  the  plan  revision  new  or  modified  source  permits  is  pro- 
wlB  be  based  on  whether  it  meets  the  re-  posed. 

quirements  of  Sections  110(a)  (2)  (A)  -  In  the  event  that  the  State  acts  to  cor- 
(h)  and  110(a)  (3)  at  the  Clean  Air  Act  reet  these  deficiencies  by  submitting  a 
and  EPA  regulations  in  40  C  J'.R.  Part  revision  to  the  plan,  the  proposed  plan 
SI.  The  Agency  will  incorporate  In  the  disapproval  and  substitute  regulations 
rules  adopted  a  concise  general  state-  will  be  withdrawn, 
ment  of  their  basis  and  purpose.  This  re-  Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
vision  Is  b^ng  proposed  pursuant  to  sec-  this  rule-making  procedure  by  submit- 
ttons  110(a)  and  301  of  the  Clean  Air  ting  all  remarks  in  writing  to  the  Re- 
Aet,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-(5)  (a)  gi(mal  Administrator,  EPA,  Region  V,  230 
and  lt57g) .  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 

DatPd-  Spnti^nbpr  22  1075  mWA.  Comments  must  be  received  no 

watea.  septemoer  1975,  later  than  October  30, 1975,  to  be  eligible 

i  JoHK  A.  S.  McGlennok,  for  oonsideration.  All  comments  will  be 

Regional  Administrator.  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
fra  Doc.75-25966  FUeo  9-29-76:8:45  am]  Above  location  during  normal  business 

hours.  The  agen^  will  carefully  weigh  all 
^  ooimnents  submitted. 

(42  UA.C.  1857C-6) 

Dated:  September  22, 1975. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  52  of 
Chapter  1.  Title  40,  of  the  Code  of  Fed- 
On  May  31, 1972  the  Administrator  of  oial  Regulations  as  follows: 

M  En^roimaental  ^teoti^  Agency  Subpait  YK^^sconsin 

iproved,  wfih  certain  exceptions,  tbe  .  ... 

Atr  T?T\pi^xnfint€itlon  Plui  C37  Section  52.2574  Is  amendedi  by  add- 
B 10842).  log  paragraph  (b)  AS  follows: 

A  auhs^u^t  re^^w  of  ^  approval  §  52.2574  Legal  authority. 


>2579  Review  af  new 
modifications. 


(c)  The  reqtdrements  of  1 51.W  (a)  <b) 
and  (h)  trf  this  Chapter  are  not  met 
because  the  State  does  not  have  proce¬ 
dures  to  prevent  new  source  construc¬ 
tion  or  modification  in  certain  circilm- 
stances,  and  'the  State  has  failed  to 
submit  procedures  prtxvidtng  for  public 
comment  on  all  new  source-construction 
or  modification  permits. 

(d)  RegiOation  for  review  of  new  or 
modified  sources  which  have  received  a 
“perrAit  by  default.”  (1)  This  require¬ 
ment  is  applicable  to  any  stationary 
source  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  the  con¬ 
struction  or  modification  of  which  is 
commenced  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  regulation  and  which  has  not  been 
issued  a  permit  to  construct  or  a  stop 
work  order  under  Wisconsin  NR 
154.05(1). 

(2)  No  owner  or  operator  shall  com¬ 
mence  construction  or  modification  of 
any  stationary  source  su^ect  to  this 
regulation  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  without  first  nhtfl.ini.ng  ap¬ 
proval  from  the  Administrator  of  the 
location  and  design  of  such  source. 

U)  Application  for  approval  to  con¬ 
struct  or  modify  shall  be  made  on  forms 
furnished  by  the  Administrator,  or  by 
other  means  prescribed  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

(ii)  A  separate  application  is  required 
for  each  source. 

(ill)  Each  application  shall  be  signed 
by  the  applicant. 

(iv)  Each  application  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  site  information,  the  nature 
and  amount  of  emissions,  plans,  descrip¬ 
tion,  specifications  and  drawings  showing 
the  design  of  the  somce,  and  the  manner 
in  which  it  will  be  operated  and  con¬ 
trolled.  Such  information  shall  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  enable  the  Administrator  to  make 
any  determination  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(d)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(v)  Any  additional  Information,  plans, 
specification,  evidence  or  documentation 
that  the  Administrator  may  require  shall 
be  furnished  upon  request. 

(3)  No  approval  to  construct  or  modify 
wfil  be  granted  unless  the  applicant 
shows  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  that; 

(1)  The  source  will  operate  wllhout 
causing  a  violation  of  any  local.  State 
or  Federal  regulation  which  Is  part  of 
the  appllctd)le  plan;  and 
(ii)  The  source  will  not  prevent  or 
Interfere  ■with  attainment  or  mainte¬ 
nance  of  any  national  ambient  air 
quality  standard. 

<4)  ’Within  SO  days  after  receipt  of 
an  appUeatlon  submitted  pursuant  to  this 
reqateeuaent,  the  Adualirfkrator  shall: 

(i>  Make  prelfiBinary  detecmlnatioin  on 
whether  construction/modifleatkm  of  the 
.source  should  he  ^proved,  conditionally 
approved,  or  ffisanproved. 

(ID  Make  available  In  at  least  one  lo¬ 
cation  In  the  region  in  which  the  pro- 
2.  Section  52.2579  Is  amended  by  add-  posed  construcUon/modUlcation  Is  to 
Ing  paragraphs  (c) ,  (d) ,  and  (e)  as  fol-  take  place,  a  copy  of  all  materials  sub¬ 
lows:  mltted  by  the  owner  or  operator,  a  copy 
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of  the  Administrator’s  preliminary  deter¬ 
mination,  and  a  copy  or  summary  of  all 
other  materials,  if  any,  considered  by  the 
Administrator  in  making  his  determina¬ 
tion. 

(lii)  Notify  the  public,  by  prominent 
advertisement  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulaticm  in  the  region  in  which  the 
proposed  construction/modification  is  to 
take  place,  of  the  opportunity  for  written 
comment  on  the  information  submitted 
by  the  owner  or  operator  and  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator’s  preliminary  determination 
on  the  approvability  of  the  construction/ 
modification. 

(iv)  Send  a  copy  of  the  notice  required 
pursuant  to  this  sub-paragraph  to  all 
State  and  local  air  pollution  control 
agencies  having  jurisdiction  in  the  region 
where  the  construction/modification  is  to 
take  place. 

(V)  Consider  public  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  within  30  days  after 
the  date  such  Information  is  made  avail¬ 
able  In  making  his  final  decision  on  the 
application.  All  public  comments  shall  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  in 
at  least  (me  legation  in  the  region  in 
which  the  construction/modification  is 
to  take  place. 

(5)  •nie  Administrator  shall  take  final 
action  on  an  application  within  30  days 
after  ttie  close  of  a  30-day  public  com¬ 
ment  period  and  will  notify  the  aimlicant 
In  writing  of  his  approval,  conditional 
approval,  or  denial  of  the  application. 
The  Administrator  will  set  forth  his  rea¬ 
sons  for  any  denial. 

(6)  The  Administrator  may  impose  any 
reasonable  conditions  upon  an  approval, 
Including  conditions  requiring  the  source 
to  be  provided  with : 

(1)  Sampling  ports  of  a  size,  niunber, 
and  location  as  tiie  Administrator  may 
require, 

(il)  Safe  access  to  each  port, 

(ill)  Instrumentation  to  monitor  and 
record  emission  data,  and 

(Iv)  Any  other  sampling  and  testing 
facilities. 

(7)  The  Administrator  may  cancel  an 
approval  if  the  construction  is  not  begun 
within  2  years  from  the  date  of  Issuance, 
or  If,  during  the  construction,  work  is 
suspended  for  one  year. 

(8)  Any  owner  or  operator  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  regulation  i^all 
fiumish  the  Administrator  written  noti¬ 
fication  as  follows: 

(i)  A  notification  of  the  anticipated 
date  of  initial  startup  of  the  somx:e  not 
more  than  60  days  or  less  than  30  days 
prior  to  such  date. 

(il)  A  notification  of  the  actual  date  of 
Initial  startup  of  a  source  within  15  days 
after  such  date. 

(9)  Within  60  days  after  achieving  the 
maximum  production  rate  at  whiph  the 
source  will  be  operated,  but  not  later 
than  180  days  after  initial  startup  of 
such  source,  the  owner  or  operator  of 
such  source  shall  conduct  a  performance 
test(s)  in  accordance  with  methods  and 
under  operating  conditions  approved  by 
the  Administrator  and  furnish  the  Ad¬ 


ministrator  a  written  report  of  the  re¬ 
sults  of  such  performance  test. 

(i)  Such  test  shall  be  at  the  expense  of 
the  owner  or  operator. 

(li)  The  Administrator  may  monitor 
such  test  and  may  also  conduct  perform¬ 
ance  tests. 

(ill)  The  owner  or  operator  of  a  %jurce 
shall  provide  the  Administrator  15  days 
prior  notice  of  the  performance  test  to 
afford  the  Administrator  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  have  an  observant  present. 

(iv)  The  Administrator  may  waive  the 
requir’ement  for  performance  tests  if  the 
owner  or  operator  of  a  source  has  dem¬ 
onstrated  by  other  means  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator’s  satisfaction  that  the  source  is 
being  operated  in  compliance  with  all 
State  and  Federal  regulations  which  are 
part  of  the  applicable  plan. 

(10)  Approval  to  construct  shall  not 
be  required  for: 

(i)  The  Installation  or  alteration  of  an 
air  pollutant  detector,  air  pollutants 
recorder,  combustion  controller,  or  com¬ 
bustion  shutoff. 

(11)  Air  conditioning  or  ventilating 
systems  not  designed  to  remove  air  pol¬ 
lutants  generated  by  or  released  from 
equipment. 

(iU)  Fuel  burning  equipment,  other 
than  smokehouse  generators,  which  has  a 
heat  input  of  not  more  than  250  MBtu/h 
(62.5  billion  g-cal/h)  and  bums  only 
gaseous  fuel  containing  not  more  than 
0.5  gr  H=S  per  100  std.  ft*  (5.7  g/100 
stdm’) ;  has  a  heat  input  of  not  more 
than  1  MBtu/h  (250  Mg-cal/h)  and 
bums  only  distillate  oil ;  Or  has  a  heat  in¬ 
put  of  not  more  than  350,000  Btu/h  (88.2 
Mg-cal/h)  and  bums  any  other  fuel. 

(iv)  Mobile  internal  combustion  en¬ 
gines. 

(v)  Laboratory  equipment  used  ex¬ 
clusively  for  chemical  or  physical  anal¬ 
yses. 

(vi)  Other  sources  of  minor  signifi¬ 
cance  specified  by  the  Administrator. 

(11)  Approval  to  constmet  or  Inodify 
shall  not  relieve  any  owner  or  operator 
of  the  responsibility  to  comply  'v^th  all 
local,  State,  and  Federal  regulations 
which  are  part  of  the  applicable  plan. 

(e)  Regulation  providing  for  public 
comment.  (1)  Prior  to  approval  or  dis¬ 
approval  of  the  construction  or  modifi¬ 
cation  of  a  stationary  somree,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Wisconsin  Department  of 
Natural  Resources  shall: 

(1)  Make  a  preliminary  determination 
whether  the  constmction/modificatlon 
of  the  stationary  source  shall  be  ap¬ 
proved,  approved  with  conditions,  or  dis¬ 
proved. 

(li)  Make  available  in  at  least  one 
location  in  the  region  in  which  the  pro¬ 
posed  constmction/modificatlon  would 
take  place,  a  copy  of  all  materials  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  owner  or  operator,  a  copy 
of  the  Secretary’s  preliminary  determi¬ 
nation,  and  a  copy  or  summary  of  other 
materials,  if  any,  considered  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  in  making  his  preliminary  deter¬ 
mination,  and 

(lii)  Notify  the  puMlc,  by  prominent 
advertisment  in  a  newspf^r  of  gen¬ 


eral  circulation  in  the  region  in  which 
the  proposed  constmction/modfilcation 
would  take  place,  of  the  opportunity  for 
public  comment  on  the  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  owner  or  operator  and  the 
Secretary’s  preliminary  determination 
on  the  approvnbility  of  the  constme- 
tion/modlfication . 

(2)  A  copy  of  the  notice  required  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  paragraph  shall  be  sent  to 
the  Administrator  throu£di  the  appro¬ 
priate  regional  office;  and  to  all  other 
States  and  local  air  pollution  control 
agencies  having  jurisdiction  in  the  re¬ 
gion  where  the  constmction/modifica- 
tion  will  take  place. 

(3)  Public  comments  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  within  10  days  of  the  date  such  in¬ 
formation  is  made  available  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Secretary  in  making  his 
final  decision  on  the  application. 

[FR  Doc.75-25967  PDed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47CFRParts73, 76] 

[Docket  No.  20520  RM-2160;  RM-2ig8;  BM- 
2193;  RM-2234;  RM-2197:  BM-2343] 

MULTIPLE  OWNERSHIP  OF  STANDARD, 
FM,  TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STA¬ 
TIONS  AND  CROSS-OWNERSHIP  OF 
CABLE  TELEVISION  SYSTEMS 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Fiiing  Comments 
and  Reply  Comments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§§  73.35,  73.240,  73.636,  and  76.501  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  relating  to  Multiple 
Ownership  of  Standard,  FM,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations  and  Cross-Owner¬ 
ship  of  Cable  Television  Systems  (stock 
held  by  insurance  companies,  mutual 
funds,  and  other  institutional  Investors) . 

1.  On  June  11, 1975,  (40  FR  34614)  the 
Commission  Issued  its  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  in  this  matter  and  in¬ 
vited  c(Hnments  from  interested  parties. 
’The  original  deadline  for  comments  was 
August  11, 1975,  and  for  reply  comments 
the  date  was  August  26, 1975.  In  response 
to  a  request  from  the  American  Life  In¬ 
surance  Association  (ALI) ,  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  by  order  of  August  4, 1975,  extended 
these  dates  to  September  26  and  Oc¬ 
tober  13,  1975,  respectively. 

2.  ALI,  by  request  of  September  15, 
1975,  asks  that  the  time  for  filing  initial 
comments  be  extended  briefiy  xintll  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  and  for  reply  comments  until  Oc¬ 
tober  20,  1975.  ALI  bases  its  request  on 
the  fact  that  the  meetings  held  by  its 
members  raised  certain  questions  con¬ 
cerning  the  prcHiosal  which  require  fwr- 
ther  coordination  and  circulation  by  mail 
of  the  material  among  those  companies. 

3.  We  are  of  the  opinion  that  this  brief 
extension  of  time  is  in  the  public  Interest. 
Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That  the  dates 
for  filing  comments  and  reply  comments 
are  extended  to  and  Including  October  3, 
1975  and  October  20, 1975,  respectively. 

4.  ’This  action  is  taken  pmsuant  to  au¬ 
thority  found  in  sections  4(1),  5((D  (1) 
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jLDd  303  (r)  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  S  0.2B1  and  1.46  ol 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Adopted:  September  17, 1975. 

Released:  September  19, 1975 

Feoerai  Comkxjnicaiions 
Commission, 

ISEALl  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

ira  Doc.76-26077  FUed  9-29-75:8:45  amj 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18CFR  Parts  154,  201,  260  ] 

[Docket  Nob.  R-411  and  RM74— 4] 

ACCOUNTING  AND  RATE  TREATMENT  OF 
ADVANCES  INCLUDED  IN  ACCOUNT 
NO.  166,  ADVANCES  FOR  GAS  EXPLO¬ 
RATION,  DEVELOPMENT  AND  PRO¬ 
DUCTION 

Notice  Postponing  Oral  Argument 

September  22, 1975. 

By  notice  issued  September  16,  1975, 
an  oral  argument  was  scheduled  for 
September  24,  1975.  Several  requests  for 
p<Ktponement  of  the  argument  have 
been  filed. 

Upon  consideration,  Jiotice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  oral  argument  is  post¬ 
poned  to  October  23,  1975,  st  9:00  a.m. 
(EDT).  All  parties  made  respondents 
hereto,  as  well  as  interested  state  com- 
oo^ions  and  any  other  interested  par¬ 
ties,  may  participate.  Those  similarly 
situated  and  mtiking  similar  contentions 
are  urged  to  present  their  arguments 
through  the  same  counsel.  All  persons 
desiring  to  make  oral  argument  shall  so 
Inform  the  Secretary  on  or  before  3:00 
pjn.  on  Tuesday,  October  14,  1975,  and 
fihcdl  state  the  time  they  request. 

In  addition,  any  party  wishing  to  file 
any  written  statemoats  or  supplemen¬ 
tary  exhibite  relating  to  the  oral  argu¬ 
ment  shall  file  such  atatements  or  ex¬ 
hibits  no  later  than  3:00  pan.  on  Tues¬ 
day,  October  14,  1975,  and  shall  serve 
such  documents  on  all  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

t  Secretary. 

fFB  Doc.75-25091  FUed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

tl6CFRPart447] 

DISCLOSURE  REGULATIONS  CONCERN¬ 
ING  RETAIL  PRICES  FOR  PRE8CRIP- 
.  TION  DRUGS 

[  Trade  Regulation  Rule;  Final  Notice 

On  June  4, 1975,  the  Commission  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  f^EDEBAL  Register  (40  FJl. 
24031)  an  Initial  Notice  ctf  a  Proposed 
"Trade  Regulation  Rule  ^titled  “Dis- 
clesvre  Regulations  Concerning  Retail 
Prices  Rh:  description  Drugs”,  pursuant 
to  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act. 
as  amended,  15  17.B.C.  41,  et  seq.,  the 
provisions  of  Part  1,  Subpart  B  of  the 
Commission’s  Procedures  and  Rules  of 
Practice,  16  CFR  1.7,  et  seq.,  and  section 
553  of  Subchapter  11,  Chapter  5,  Title  5 


of  the  UB.  Code  <  Administrative 
Procedure) . 

Now,  pursuant  to  the  same  authority 
and  more  specifically  to  the  authority  of 
Section  1.12  of  the  Commission’s  Pro¬ 
cedures  and  Rules  of  Practice,  the  imder- 
slgned  duly  appointed  Presiding  Officer 
for  1^  proceeding  hereby  gives  Final 
Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  incor¬ 
porating  by  reference  the  contents  of  the 
Initial  Notice  described  above,  includ¬ 
ing  the  two  proposed  rules  contained 
therein,  which  rules  are  hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  “proposed  rule”. 

Written  Comments 

All  interested  persons  are  hereby  noti¬ 
fied  that  they  may  continue  to  submit 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  on  any 
issue  of  fact,  law,  pohcy  or  discretion 
which  may  have  some  bearing  upon  the 
proposed  rule.  Such  comments  should  be 
submitted  to  Henry  B.  Cabell,  Presiding 
Officer,  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20580,  no  later  than 
November  21,  1975.  To  assure  prompt 
consideration  comments  should  be  iden¬ 
tified  as  “Prescription  Drug  Price  Com¬ 
ment”  and  submitted,  when  feasible  and 
not  burdensome,  in  five  copies.  Com¬ 
ments  previously  submitted  in  response 
to  the  Initial  Notice  have  been  placed 
in  the  puUic  record  and  need  not  be 
resubmitted. 

Public  Hearings:  Dates  and  Places 

Notice  is  also  given  that  public  hear¬ 
ings  on  the  proposed  rule  will  be  held  at 
the  locations  set  forth  below,  commenc¬ 
ing  on  the  dates  and  times  specified  at 
each  location: 

1.  Public  hearings  will  be  held  com¬ 
mencing  on  December  1,  1975,  at  10:00 
am.  in  Chicago,  Illinois : 

Room  347  A  and  B,  John  C.  BUuczynski,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  230  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  minolE. 

2.  Public  hearings  will  be  held  com¬ 
mencing  on  December  15,  1975,  at  10:00 
a.m.  in  Ban  Francisco,  California: 

Room  12138,  Federal  Building,  450  Golden 
Gate  Avenue,  San  Framdsco,  California. 

3.  Pubhc  hearings  will  be  held  com¬ 
mencing  on  January  12.  1976,  at  10:00 
a.m.  in  Washington,  D.C. : 

Room  332,  Federal  Trade  Commission  Build¬ 
ing,  eth  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  • 

Persons  desiring  to  present  their  views 
orally  In  Chicago  should  so  Inform  the 
Commission’s  representative  listed  below 
not  later  than  November  21,  1975: 

1.  Chicago,  Illinois 

Jerome  S.  Lamet,  (812)  353-4423,  Federal 
Trade  Commlitslon,  Suite  1437,  55  East 
Monroe  Street,  Chicago,  Dlinols  60603. 

Persons  desiring  to  present  their  views 
orally  in  San  Francisco  should  so  infonn 
the  appropriate  Commission  representa¬ 
tive  listed  below  not  later  than  Novem¬ 
ber  21,  1975: 

2.  San  Francisco,  California 

John  1C.  Porter,  <415>  566-1270,  FMeral  Trade 
Commission,  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San 
Francisco,  California  94102. 


Persons  desiring  to  present  their  views 
orally  in  Washington,  DiZ:.,  should  so  in¬ 
form  the  Ommnission  representive  listed 
b^ow  not  later  than  December  19,  1975 : 

3.  Washington,  D.C. 

Bruce  M.  Chadwick,  (202)963-6423,  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Building,  eth  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington. 

D  C.  30580. 

Instructions  for  Witnesses 

All  prospective  witnesses  are  advised 
that  reasonable  limitations  upon  the 
length  of  time  allotted  to  any  person  may 
be  imposed  and  that  these  time  periods 
may  vary  from  witness  to  witness,  de¬ 
pending  upon  aH  the  circumstances,  in¬ 
cluding  the  needs  of  each  witness,  the 
complexity  of  the  expected  testimony, 
the  number  of  parties  represented  by 
each  witness  and  the  cumulative  nature 
of  expected  testimony.  Witnesses  will  be 
expected  to  stay  within  the  time  allotted 
for  their  remains,  and  the  Presiding 
Officer  may  allocate  additioRal  time  for 
questioning.  To  the  extent  that  individ¬ 
ual  views  are  not  thereby  suppressed, 
individual  members  of  Interested  groups 
are  encouraged  to  make  their  views 
known  through  group  representatives.  As 
a  general  rule,  witnesses  are  expected  to 
confine  their  remarks  to  twenty  minutes 
or  less,  unless  an  exception  has  been 
made,  and  to  develop  their  testimony  at 
greater  length  through  their  written  sub¬ 
missions.  A  witness  is  not  entitled  to  tes¬ 
tify  at  more  than  one  hearing  site. 

Persons  wishing  to  deliver  prepared 
statements  are  required  to  file  such  state¬ 
ments  with  the  designated  Commission 
representative  listed  above  no  later  than 
November  21,  1975,  for  those  witnesses 
appearing  in  (Chicago.  Illinois,  and  in 
San  Francisco,  California,  and  no  later 
than  December  19,  1975,  for  those  wit¬ 
nesses  appearing  in  Washington,  DiC.. 
and,  when  possible,  to  furnish  five  copies 
of  any  statement  hi  excess  of  two  pages. 

Persons  not  Intending  to  deliver  pre¬ 
pared  statements  are  required  to  file  with 
ihe  designated  Commissian  represent¬ 
ative  listed  above  by  the  same  dates,  de¬ 
pending  upon  the  location  at  vrifich  they 
intend  to  appear,  a  written  summary  ui 
the  general  nature  of  their  testimony 
(l.e.  a  brief  statement  of  each  important 
point,  observation,  conclusion  or  opinion 
they  anticipate  making) . 

The  Presiding  Officer  retains  the  dis¬ 
cretion  to  deny  tiie  right  to  present  oral 
testimony  to  any  person  who  falls  to  file 
a  prepared  statement  or  written  sum¬ 
mary  of  expected  oral  testimony,  or  who 
otherwise  fails  to  comply  with  the  ad¬ 
vance  notification  requirements  of  this 
Notice. 

A  prospective  witness  who  plans  to  In- 
ti’»duoe  documeihB  or  other  written  evi¬ 
dence  as  exhibits  must  furnish  such  ex¬ 
hibits,  propmly  Identified  with  the  wit¬ 
ness’s  name  and  sequential  number  (e.g. 
Jackson  Exhlhlt-1)  to  the  designated 
Commission  representative  listed  above 
toy  the  same  dartes,  depending  upon  the 
location  at  which  the  witawss  Intends  to 
appear  imless  for  good  cause  shown  the 
witness  can  demonstrate  why  this  could 
not  have  been  done  at  that  time. 
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All  prospective  witnesses  may  and,  in¬ 
deed,  are  encouraged  to  direct  their  re¬ 
marks  toward  any  question  of  fact,  law, 
policy  or  discretion  relevant  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  and,  in  this  regard,,  the  usual 
rules  of  evidence  applicable  to  litigated 
proceedings  will  not  apply.  However,  all 
prospective  witnesses  are  advised  that,  to 
the  extent  their  remarks  may  bear  upon 
any  disputed  issues  of  fact  which  may  be 
later  designated,  they  may  be  subject  to 
limited  cross  examination  as  to  those  is¬ 
sues  by  representatives  of  other  inter¬ 
ested  parties,  as  designated  by  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Officer,  or  to  cross  examination  by 
the  Presiding  Officer  on  behalf  of  such 
representatives,  or  to  direct  rebuttal  sub¬ 
missions.  All  witnesses  will  be  subject  to 
direct  examination  by  the  Presidi^  Of¬ 
ficer  and  by  such  interested  parties  as 
he  may  within  his  discretion  permit  and 
subject  to  his  control.  Oral  presentations 
will  not  be  under  oath  unless  the 
Presiding  Officer  so  directs. 

Designated  Issues  of  Fact 

Based  on  the  material  contained  in 
the  public  record  of  these  proceedings. 
Including  comments  received  subsequent 
to  publication  of  the  initial  notice  on 
Jime  4,  1975,  the  Presiding  Officer  has 
determined  that  there  are  no  disputed 
Issues  of  fact  which  meet  the  criteria  of 
§  1.13(d)  (1)  (i)  of  the  Commission's  Pro¬ 
cedures  and  Rules  of  Practice  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  accordance  with  §  1.13(d) 
(5)  and  (6)  of  those  procedures  and 
rules.  Accordingly,  no  such  issues  are 
designated  in  this  Notice. 

The  Presiding  Officer  may  at  any  time, 
on  his  own  motion  or  pursuant  to  a  writ¬ 
ten  petition  by  interested  persons,  des¬ 
ignate  Issues  of  disputed  fact  which  meet 
the  criteria  of  §  1.13(d)  (1)  (i)  of  the 
Commission’s  Procedures  and  Rules  of 
Practice.  No  such  petition  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  unless  good  cause  is  shown  why 
such  issue  was  not  proposed  during  the 
time  specified  in  the  Initial  Notice  and 
subsequent  extension  of  that  time.  The 
only  Issues  which  will  be  considered  in 
response  to  such  petitions  are  disputed 
issues  of  fact  which  are  material  and 
necessary  to  resolve. 

In  the  event  Issues  of  disputed  fact 
are  subsequently  designated,  testimony 
with  respect  to  such  issues  may  entitle 
designated  representatives  of  other  in¬ 
terested  parties  to  conduct  or  have  con¬ 
ducted  such  cross  examination  as  the 
Presiding  Officer  may  determine  to  be 
appropriate  and  to  be  required  for  a  full 
and  true  disclosure  with  respect  to  any 
issue  so  designated.  In  the  alternative, 
the  Presiding  Officer  may  determine  that 
full  and  true  disclosure  as  to  any  such 
issue  may  be  achieved  through  rebuttal 
submissions  or  the  presentation  of  addi¬ 
tional  oral  or  written  statements.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  must  promptly  notify  the 
Presiding  Officer  in  writing  of  their  par¬ 
ticular  interest  with  respect  to  each  such 
issue,  including  a  general  statement  of 
their  position  with  respect  to  such  issues. 
Requests  to  examine,  including  to  cross 
examine  or  to  present  rebuttal  submis¬ 
sions,  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  specific 
justification  therefor. 


In  the  event  such  issues  of  disputed 
fact  are  designated,  the  Presiding  Officer 
will  promptly  identify  groups  of  persons 
with  the  same  or  similar  Interests  In  the 
proceeding.  Such  groups  will  be  required 
to  select  a  single  representative  for  the 
purpose  of  examinaUon  or  rebuttal  sub¬ 
missions  and,  if  they  are  unable  to  agree, 
the  Presiding  Officer  may  select  a  rep¬ 
resentative  of  each  such  group.  Any 
member  of  a  group  who  is  unable  to  agree 
upon  group  representation  after  a  good 
faith  effort  to  do  so  and  who  seeks  to 
present  substantial  and  relevant  Issues 
which  will  not  be  adequately  presented 
by  the  group  representative  may  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  conduct  or  have  conducted  any 
examination,  including  cross  examina¬ 
tion  or  rebuttal  submissions,  to  which  he 
is  entitled  on  issues  designated  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  accordance  with  this  Notice. 

Summary  of  Ch.osnfG  Dates 
All  written  comments.  November  21,  1976^. 
Witnesses’  prepared  statements,  summaries 
of  anticipated  testimony  and  exhibits:  Chi¬ 
cago  witnesses,  November  21, 1976;  Sfm  Rran- 
cisco  witnesses,  November  21,  1975;  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  witnesses,  December  19,  1976. 

Public  hearings  commence:  December  1, 
1976;  Chicago  portion  commences,  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1975;  San  Francisco  portion  com¬ 
mences  December  15, 1975;  Washington,  D.C., 
portion  commences  January  12,  1976. 

Issued:  September  30,  1975. 

Henry  B.  Cabell, 
Presiding  Officer. 
[PR  Doc.76-26060  Piled  9-29-75:8:45  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[EX  PARTE  NO.  252  (Sub-No.  2)  ] 

[49CFRPart  1036] 

INCENTIVE  PER  DIEM  CHARGES  ON 
BOXCARS  I 

Incentive  Per  Diem  Charges;  Gondolas 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  INTER¬ 
STATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION, 
held  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
the  4th  day  of  September,  1975. 

By  petitions  filed  on  February  11, 1975, 
and  February  18,  1975,  the  Chessie  Sys¬ 
tem  Lines  ^  and  the  Norfolk  and  Western 
Railway  Company  have  requested  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  Rule  44  of  the 
General  Rules  of  Practice,  49  CFR 
1100.44,  to  institute  a  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  under  section  1(14)  (a)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  49,  U.S.C.  1(14) 
(a),  to  issue  rules  and  regulations  es¬ 
tablishing  Incentive  per  diem  charges  on 
plain  gondola  rail  freight  cars.*  The 
Chessie  System  Lines  suggest  that  incen¬ 
tive  per  diem  charges  prescribed  for  plain 
boxcars,  49  CFR  1036.2,  be  collected  from 
gondola  car  users. 


1  The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company,  and  Western  Maryland  Railway 
Company. 

•The  Norfolk  and  Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  seeks  the  establishment  of  incentive 
per  diem  rules  and  charges  on  both  plain 
and  equipped  gondolas. 


From  its  inception,  this  proceeding 
was  designed  to  be  an  on-going  forum 
for  consideration  of  appropriate  incen¬ 
tives  to  cure  the  short  supply  of  specific 
t3q>es  of  railroad  freight  cars.  The  pro¬ 
gram  adopted  for  plain  boxcars  has  been 
expanded  and  improved  and  a  commit¬ 
ment  to  extend  the  program  to  other 
types  of  cars  found  to  be  in  short  supply 
has  been  made  on  the  public  record.* 
Therefore,  it  is  appropriate  that  careful 
consideration  be  given  to  carrier  pro¬ 
posals  to  extend  incentive  per  diem  ^es 
and  charges  to  an  additional  component 
of  the  railroad  freight  car  fieet.  Such 
consideration  is  especially  appropriate 
when  substantial  users  of  the  gondola 
fieet  have  come  forward  to  support  the 
carrier  petitions.* 

Addition  of  an  incentive  element  to  the 
compensation  paid  to  the  freight  car 
owner  is  reserved  by  statute  to  defined 
circumstances.  Incentive  charges  may 
not  be  levied  indiscriminately  and  funds 
generated  by  lawful  charges  must  be 
dedicated  to  meet  the  needs  of  commerce 
for  specific  car  tsqies.  Our  present  rules 
were  adopted  to  conform  to  these  prin¬ 
ciples.  The  rules  have  been  tempered  by 
experience  and  offer  a  rational  starting 
point  to  embark  on  this  Investigation. 

A  decision  to  add  gondola  cars  to  the 
Incentive  per  diem  program  must  be 
based  on  an  adequate  factual  record.  The 
national  level  of  ownership  of  gondola 
cars  must  be  considered  and  the  need  for 
an  incentive  element  of  compensation 
must  be  evaluated.  The  record  should  be 
developed  to  describe  current  utilization 
and  distribution  practices  in  order  to 
examine  the  impact  of  these  practices  on 
gondola  car  supply.  Statistics  represent¬ 
ing  gondola  car  availability  should  be  ra¬ 
tionally  correlated  with  present  and  fu¬ 
ture  transportation  requirements  under 
efficient  operations  to  determine  whether 
the  statistics  represent  a  mandate  for 
action.*  Attached  as  Appendix  A  is  a  com¬ 
pilation  of  weekly  reports  of  gondola  car 
surplus  and  shortage  statistics  as  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Association  of  American 
Railroads  for  the  past  18  months.*  These 
figures  may  be  used  as  a  guide  to  poten- 


*  Incentive  Per  Diem  Charges — 1968,  337 
I.C.C.  217,  223  (1970). 

*  Parties  supporting  the  institution  of  this 
proceeding  include;  Armco  Steel  Corporation, 
The  David  J.  Joseph  Company  and  numerous 
scrap  iron  and  steel  processors.  The  Institute 
of  Scrap  Iron  and  Steel,  Inc.,  The  National 
Industrial  Traffic  League  and  General  Motors 
Corporation. 

•See  Incentive  Per  Diem  Charges — 1968, 
349  I.C.C.  303,  311  where  we  stated  “However, 
we  are  amenable  to  an  expansion  of  the  in¬ 
centive  per  diem  program  to  cars  other  than 
general  service  boxcars  if:  (l)  a  record  is 
made  showing  the  car  to  be  in  Short  supply, 
(2)  a  record  is  made  showing  a  reluctance  to 
expeditiously  release  the  car  by  Ure  terminat¬ 
ing  or  delivering  railroad,  (3)  a  record  is  made 
demonstrating  that  additional  Incentive  to 
purchase  the  car  te  needed,  and  (4)  a  record 
is  made  showing  s\ich  an  extension  of  the  in¬ 
centive  per  diem  program  to  be  of  general 
benefit.’’ 

*  Unserviceable  cars  are  omitted  from  the 
reported  figures  but  should  be  accounted  for 
on  the  record. 
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tial  needs  but  should  not  be  unduly  re¬ 
lied  upon.  Considerable  explanatory  ma¬ 
terials  should  be  presented  to  translate 
these  numbers  into  a  meaningful  car  sup- 
plyanalysis. 

The  rules  proposed  today  for  the  gon¬ 
dola  freight  car  are  appropriate  modifl- 
cations  of  the  boxcar  rules.  49  CFTl  1036 
is  proposed  to  be  amended  by  adding  the 
words  “and  gondola  cars’*  to  the  title  and 
Inserting  those  words  following  the  word 
“boxcars”  in  S  1036.2  and  S  1036.3.  The 
mechanical  designations  for  plain  and/ 
or  equipped  gondola  cars  are  proposed 
to  be  added  to  those  listed  at  S  1036.1.  It 
is  proposed  that  the  use  of  fimds  ear¬ 
marked  in  accordance  with  {  1036.3  to 
b\dld,  rebuild,  lease  or  purchase  gondola 
cars  be  governed  by  the  matching  fimds 
approach  adopted  in  Incentive  Per  Diem 
Charges— 1968  iXF  Cars),  350  I.C.C.  11.’ 

A  program  for  use  of  funds  unspent  18 
months  after  the  end  of  the  calendar 
year  in  which  the  funds  are  collected  has 
not  been  determined.*  Suggestions  for 
use  of  unspent  funds  should  be  included 
in  statements  responding  to  this  notice 
and  order.  Statements  regarding  the  ad¬ 
visability  of  year-round  application  of 
the  proposed  rules  and  charges  should 
also  be  submitted. 

It  does  not  appear  that  the  proposed 
addition  of  gondola  cars  to  the  incentive 
per  diem  program  constitutes  a  major 
Federal  action  requiring  preparation  of 
an  environmental  impact  statement  un¬ 
der  the  procedures  of  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C. 
4321,  et  seq.  However,  comments  regard¬ 
ing  environmental  issues,  if  any  should 
be  included  in  statements  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  responding  to  this  notice 
and  order. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  above- 
described  matters  and  good  cause  ap¬ 
pearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  a  proceeding  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  instituted  under  author¬ 
ity  of  Part  I  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  49  UH.C.  1  et  seq.,  and  sections  553 
and  559  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  553  and  559  to  determine 
whether  plain  and/or  equipped  gondola 
cars  should  be  added  to  the  incentive  per 
diem  program  by  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  49  CFR  1036  proposed  herein  or 
other  regulations  justified  by  the  record. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  common 
carriers  by  railroad  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  made  respondents  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 


7  Net  credit  balances  resulting  from  incen¬ 
tive  per  diem  settlements  would  be  matched 
..  by  an  equsd  amount  of  the  carrier’s  own 
funds. 

*  The  possibility  of  implementing  a  pool  of 
free-running  gondola  cars  fashioned  after 
Railbox  as  a  depository  for  unspent  funds 
should  be  considered.  Therefore,  both  Trailer 
Train  Ck>mpany  and  the  American  Rail  Box 
Car  C<»npEmy  are  invited  to  submit  their 
views  on  this  question. 


It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Bureau  of  Enforcement  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to 
participate  in  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further' ordered,  'That  no  oral 
hearing  be  scheduled  unless  a  need  there¬ 
for  diould  later  appear,  but  that  re¬ 
spondents  or  any  other  interested  parties 
may  particii>ate  in  this  proceeding  by 
submitting  written  statements  of  verified 
facts,  views  and  arguments. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  person 
interested  in  this  proceeding  shall  notify 
this  Commission,  by  filing  with  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Office  of 
Proceedings,  Room  5342,  Washington, 
D.C.  20423,  on  or  before  October  6,  1975, 
a  statement  of  his  interest.  Inasmuch  as 
the  Commission  desires  whenever  pos¬ 
sible  (a)  to  conserve  time,  (b)  to  avoid 
unnecessary  expense  to  the  public,  and 
(c)  to  serve  pleadings  by  parties  only 
upon  those  who  intend  to  take  an  active 
part  in  the  proceeding,  the  statement  of 
intention  to  participate  shall  include  a 
specification  of  the  extent  of  such  per¬ 
son’s  interest,  including  (1)  whether 
such  interest  extends  merely  to  receiv¬ 
ing  Commission  releases  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  (2)  whether  he  genuinely  wishes 
to  participate  by  receiving  or  filing  initial 
and/or  reply  statements,  (3)  if  he  desires 
to  participate  as  described  in  (2) ,  wheth¬ 
er  he  will  consolidate  or  is  capable  of  con¬ 
solidating  his  interests  with  those  of 
other  interested  parties  by  filing  joint 
statements  in  order  to  limit  the  number 
of  pleadings  to  be  served,  such  consolida¬ 
tion  of  interests  being  strongly  urged  by 
the  Commission,  and  (4)  any  other  per¬ 
tinent  information  which  will  aid  in 
limiting  the  service  list  to  be  i^ued  in 
this  proceeding;  that  this  Commission 
shall  then  prepare  and  make  available  to 
all  such  persons  a  list  containing  the 
names  and  addresses  of  all  parties  de¬ 
siring  to  participate  in  this  proceeding 
and  upon  whom  copies  of  all  statements 
must  be  filed;  and  that  at  the  time  this 
list  is  served  dates  will  be  fixed  for  the 
filing  of  initial  and  reply  statements. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
of  this  notice  and  order  be  deposited  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  for  public  inspection,  and  that 
statutory  notice  of  the  institution  of  this 
proceeding  be  given  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic,  by  delivering  a  copy  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  for  pub¬ 
lication  therein. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 
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Appendix  A. — Gondola  car  Surpluses  and  shortages^ 


Dito 


Sorptas  Bhortafe 

«tt  ft  >W  ft  Xipiipped  <#1  ft  >81  ft  Equipped 


1974:  Jan.  6 . 

Jan.  12 _ 

Jan.  19 _ 

Jan.  26 _ 

Feb.  2 . 

Feb.  9 . 

Feb.  16.... 
Feb.  23.... 

Mar.  2 _ 

Mar.  9 _ 

Mar.  16 _ 

Mar.  23.... 
Mar.  30.*.. 

Apr.  6 . 

Apr.  13 _ 

Apr.  20. — 
Apr.  27 — 

May  4 . 

May  11.... 
May  18.... 
May  25.... 

June  1 _ 

June  8 _ 

June  15... 
June  22... 

June  29 _ 

July  6.... 
'  July  18... 
July  20... 
July  27... 
Aug.  3... 
Aug.  10.. 
Aug.  17.. 
Aug.  24.. 
Aug.  31.. 
Sept.  7... 
Sept.  14.. 
Sept.  21.. 
Sept.  28.. 
Oet.  5  ... 
Oct.  12.. 
Oct.  19.. 
Oct.  26.. 
Nov.  2.. 
Nov.  9.. 
Nov.  16. 
Nov.  23. 
Nov.  30. 
Dec.  7... 
Dec.  14.. 
Dec.  21.. 
Dec,  28.. 


1975:  Jan.  4... 
Jan. 11.. 
Jan. 18.. 
Jan.  25.. 
Feb.  1... 
Feb.  8... 
Feb.  15.. 
Feb.  22.. 
Mar.  1... 
Mar.  8... 
Mar.  15.. 
Mar.  22.. 
Mar.  29., 
Apr.  5... 
Apr.  12., 
Apr.  19. 
Apr.  26. 
May  3.., 
May  10. 
May  17. 
May  24. 
May  31. 
June  7.. 
June  14. 
June  21. 
June  28. 
July  5.. 


40 

0 

4 

3,343 

342 

729 

40 

10 

3 

3,531 

297 

744 

0 

0 

5 

4,283 

409 

1,161  ^ 

0 

a 

9 

4,208 

441 

1,444 

0 

0 

12 

4,  .582 

460 

1,253 

0 

0 

6 

4,943 

«7 

1,265 

0 

0 

2 

5,230 

458 

1,376 

• 

0 

3 

5,345 

423 

1,253 

0 

0 

7 

5,607 

518 

1,284 

0 

0 

7 

5,656 

540 

889 

0 

0 

3 

5,676 

668 

675 

0 

0 

5 

5,604 

615 

TO 

0 

0 

3 

5,692 

.578 

721 

0 

0 

2 

5,658 

603 

586 

29 

16 

5 

5,364 

5.55 

728 

0 

9 

6 

5,223 

520 

706 

0 

8 

6 

5,165 

508 

418 

0 

0 

16 

5,243 

517 

380 

28 

13 

7 

5,084 

507 

267 

0 

b 

9 

4,673 

470 

339 

0 

0 

3 

4,682 

431 

402 

0 

0 

8 

4,005 

360 

565 

0 

0 

7 

4,150 

363 

495 

0 

0 

8 

4,106 

353 

490 

0 

21 

11 

3,997 

346 

372 

0 

10 

7 

3,660 

429 

340 

115 

17 

4 

3,350 

385 

293 

165 

27 

7 

3,133 

348 

250 

92 

15 

6 

2,831 

307 

240 

74 

37 

0 

2,930 

858 

232 

10 

4 

8 

2,942 

362 

342 

0 

17 

8 

3,  .569 

362 

459 

0 

31 

18 

3,080 

286 

376 

42 

■  26 

14 

2,930 

314 

874 

0 

6 

4 

3,036 

347 

386 

25 

2 

3 

2,946 

295 

384 

0 

27 

17 

3,239 

312 

370 

0 

7 

13 

3,241 

272 

301 

0 

12 

44 

3,390 

301 

289 

6 

12 

36 

3,487 

324 

233 

0 

18 

40 

3,394 

297 

179 

154 

45 

42 

3,283 

300 

96 

170 

53 

25 

3,390 

320 

149 

0 

41 

33 

3,474 

331 

193 

40 

21 

21 

3,622 

369 

1.57 

0 

4 

17 

3,677 

300 

179 

29 

44 

2 

3,080 

302 

119 

6 

4 

4 

2,535 

251 

1.50 

12 

58 

40 

2,257 

216 

87 

43 

.54 

63 

1,882 

1.57 

93 

97 

75 

187 

1,384 

138 

22 

365 

83 

125 

623 

105 

27 

227 

105 

148 

645 

96 

13 

615 

62 

221 

675 

37 

134 

612 

33 

96 

746 

66 

146 

539 

54 

95 

861 

74 

40 

588 

71 

45 

1,101 

85 

70 

611 

121 

88 

928 

73 

26 

728 

127 

96 

927 

58 

35 

661 

52 

59 

1,164 

135 

51 

597 

77* 

17 

1,300 

150 

69 

519 

99 

177 

1,314 

142 

40 

505 

69 

149 

1,200 

116 

27 

611 

54 

169 

1,100 

116 

80 

626 

62 

200 

1,032 

156 

27 

589 

70 

145 

844 

142 

32 

711 

203 

391 

666 

85 

19 

671 

64 

219 

496 

28 

9 

595 

33 

253 

446 

14 

8 

641 

33 

233 

386 

8 

6 

727 

100 

354 

268 

15 

22 

780 

145 

786 

228 

19 

6 

796 

290 

825 

197 

43 

13 

680 

303 

665 

150 

9 

11 

989 

418 

812 

142 

7 

7 

1,135 

4'23 

66!) 

130 

11 

14 

1,155 

630 

706 

105 

16 

84 

1,910 

769 

789 

68 

4 

59 

3,479 

1,026 

1,140 

41 

4 

2 

»  Surpluses  are  average  dally  unfilled  orders.  Shortages  are  average  dally  car  supply  in  excess  of  orders.  Plain 
gondolas  of  under  and  over  61  ft  and  all  equipped  gondolas  are  represented. 

[PR  Doc.76-26938  Piled  9-29-76:8:45  am] 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


[  49  CFR  Part  1100] 

[Ex  Parte  Ho.  65  (Sub-No.  4)  ] 

NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY 
ACT  OF  1969 

Revised  Guidelines  for  Implementation 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding;  and 

It  appearing.  That  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  Notice  of  the  institution  of  this  rule- 
making  proceeding  at  40  Fed.  Reg.  37233 
(August  26,  1975)  omitted  the  prelim¬ 
inary  statement  which  invited  comment 
thereon  in  light  of  the  recent  Suprane 
Court  decision  in  Aberdeen  &  Rockfish 
Railroad  Co.  v.  Students  Challenging 
Regulatory  Agency  Procedures  {SCRAP) , 
—  US  —  (1975) ;  the  said  omission  neces¬ 
sitates  an  extension  of  time  in  which 
representations  on  the  proposed  rule- 
making  shall  be  filed;  and  good  cause 
appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  time  in  which 
representations  on  the  proposed  rule- 
maklng  shall  be'  filed  be.  and  it  is  here¬ 
by,  extended  to  October  10,  1975. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  finding  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this 


order  and  the  attached  notice  in  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
for  public  inspection,  and  by  delivering 
a  copy  of  the  notice  to  the  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  as  notice  to 
interested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  24th 
day  of  September,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Staf¬ 
ford. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[Ex  Parte  No.  65  (Sub-No.  4)1 

Revised  Guidelines  for  the  Implementation 

OP  THE  National  Environmental  Policy 

Act  or  1969 

The  Interstate  Comoierce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  served  Au¬ 
gust  16,  1976,  a  rulemaking  proceeding  was 
Instituted  fm:  the  purpose  of  proposing  re¬ 
vised  guidelines  fotr  implementation  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 
Through  an  inadvertency,  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  Notice  of  the  propped  rulemaking  at 
40  Fed.  Reg.  37233  (August  26, 1975),  omitted 
the  preliminary  statement  to  the  bound  c<^y 


of  the  rulemaking  which  Invited  public  com¬ 
ment  in  light  of  the  recent  Supreme  Court 
opinicm  rend»ed  in  Aberdeen  <t  Rockfish 
Railroad  Co.  v.  Students  Challenging  Regula¬ 
tory  Agency  Procedures  (SCRAP) ,  —  U.S  — 
(Nos.  73-1966  and  73-1971,  June  24,  1976),  7 
ERC  2009  (SCRAP  U) . 

The  proposed  rules  should  accordingly  be 
examined  in  light  of  SCRAP  U  and  the  pub¬ 
lic  is  Invited  to  cmnment  not  only  on  the 
proposed  rules  but  on  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  questions  raised  by  SCRAP  II: 

1.  In  light  of  SCRAP  n,  should  the  Com¬ 
mission  revise  its  environmental  regulations 
currently  in  force  and  codified  at  49  C.F.R. 
§  1100.260.  (Appendix  A  following  Notice  of 

.  Proposed  Rulemaking)  ? 

2.  If  so,  how  should  the  regulations  be 
modified  to  recognize  the  impact  of  SCRAP 
II  as  to  the  timing  of  draft  impact  state¬ 
ments  in  adjudicatory  proceedings? 

3.  Is  the  filing  of  a  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  a  prerequisite  to  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  the  "detailed  (final)  impact  state¬ 
ment”  required -by  NEPA? 

4.  Is  an  applicant-prepared  environmental 
impact  report  an  appropriate  vehicle  for  con¬ 
sulting  with  and  obtaining  comments  from 
other  Federal  agencies? 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-26138  Filed  9-29-76;8:45  am) 
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notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
Of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[PubUc  Notice  CM-6/1041 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  INTELLECTUAL  PROPERTY 

Meeting 

The  International  Copyright  Panel  of 
the  Department  of  State’s  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  International  Intellectual 
Property  will  meet  in  oi>en  session  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1975,  at  the  Department  of  State 
in  Conference  Room  1105  from  10:00  a.m. 
to  1:00  p.m.  The  purpose  of  this  open 
meeting  will  be  to  discuss  three  topics: 

(a)  A  report  on  the  meeting  of  the 
Subcommittees  of  the  Berne  Executive 
Committee  and  the  Intergovernmental 
Copyright  Committee  of  the  Universal 
Copyright  Convention  on  Reprographic 
Reproduction  that  was  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  June  16-21, 1975  at  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State. 

(b)  Desirability  of  adopting  one  or 
more  additional  protocols  to  the  Agree¬ 
ment  on  the  Importation  of  Educational, 
Scientific  and  Cultural  Materials  (Flor¬ 
ence  Agreement) .  This  will  involve  con¬ 
siderations  such  as  a  protocol  to  extend 
the  privileges  under  Annex  A  of  the  Flor¬ 
ence  Agreement  to  sound  recordings  and 
other  audio-visual  materials,  microforms, 
and  a  broadening  of  the  coverage  with 
respect  to  books  and  related  materials. 
Sound  recordings,  which  are  now  pro¬ 
tected  under  the  United  States  Copyright 
Law,  are  increasingly  important  instru¬ 
ments  for  the  widespread  dissemination 
of  educational  Information  and  cultural 
materials,  e.g.  music. 

(c)  Discussion  of  a  UNESCO  project 
concerning  a  draft  multilateral*  conven¬ 
tion  on  the  subject  of  taxation  of  copy¬ 
right  royalties.  In  November  1975 
UNESCO  will  convene  an  International 
Committee  of  Experts  to  consider  the 
possibility  of  an  international  agree¬ 
ment  to  avoid  the  double-taxation  of 
copsrrlght  royalties. 

The  public  attending  may,  as  time 
permits  and  subject  to  the  Instruction  of 
the  Chairman,  participate  in  the  discus- 
8l<ms  or  may  submit  written  views  to  the 
CbAlrman  prior  to  or  at  the  meeting  for 
later  consideration  by  the  Committee. 

Members  of  the  general  public  who 
plan  to  attend  the  meeting  will  be  ad¬ 
mitted  up  to  the  limits  of  the  capacity 
of  the  meeting  room.  Entrance  to  the 
Department  of  State  building  is  con¬ 
trolled  and  entry  will  be  facilitated  if 
arrangements  are  made  in  advance  of 
the  meeting.  It  is  requested  that  prior 
to  October  24, 1975,  members  of  the  g^- 
eral  public  who  plan  to  attend  the  meet¬ 
ing  inform  their  name  and  afOllation 
and  address  to  Mr.  Steven  R.  Pruett, 
Office  of  Business  Practices,  Department 
of  State;  the  telephone  niunber  Is  area 


code  202,  632-0307.  All  non-government 
attendees  at  the  meeting  should  use  the 
C  Street  entrance  to  the  building. 

Walter  B.  Lockwood, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Business  Practices. 

September  23, 1975. 

[FB  Doc.75-26106  Filed  9-29-76;  8: 46  am] 


IPublic  Notice  CM-6/1061 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
LAW  OF  THE  SEA 

Notice  of  Continuation  of  Closed  Meeting 

The  Ad  Hoc  Hard  Minerals  Group 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  Law  of  the  Sea  was  unable  to  com¬ 
plete  its  agenda  in  its  closed  meeting  on 
September  24,  1975  and  it  has  been  de¬ 
termined  to  continue  this  meeting  on 
October  21  and  22, 1975,  at  10:00  a.m.  at 
the  U.S.  Department  of  State,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  in  Room  7516.  This  meeting 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  August  20,  1975  (40  FR  36392). 

During  these  closed  sessions,  docu¬ 
ments  classified  under  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  11652  will  be  discussed. 

The  purpose  of  the  closed  Ad  Hoc 
Meeting  is  to  continue  discussion  of  is¬ 
sues  in  Committee  I  of  the  Third  United 
Nations  Conference  on  Uie  Law  of  the 
Sea,  specifically  the  establishment  of  a 
deep  seabeds  mining  regime. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  concerned  offices 
in  the  Department  of  State,  closure  of  the 
continued  session  of  the  meeting  remains 
warranted  under  the  provisions  of  5  USC 
552(b)(1). 

Otho  E.  Eskin, 

Staff  Director.  NSC  Inter¬ 
agency  Task  Force  on  the  Law 
of  the  Sea. 

September  25, 1975. 

[FB  DOC.7&-26122  PUed  9-29-76;8:46  am] 


[PubUc  Notice  469] 

CONFERENCE  ON  SECURITY  AND 
COOPERATION  IN  EUROPE 

Availability  of  Final  Act 

On  August  1,  1975,  the  President,  to¬ 
gether  with  34  other  high  r^resentatives 
and  heads  of  government,  signed  the 
Final  Act  of  the  Conference  on  Security 
and  Cooperation  in  Europe  at  Helslnld, 
Finland.  This  document  deals  with  prin¬ 
ciples  of  interstate  relations,  certain 
matters  relating  to  security,  cooperation 
in  economic,  scientific,  technical  and  en¬ 
vironmental  matters,  questions  relating 
to  security  and  cooperation  in  the  Medi¬ 
terranean.  cooperation  in  humanitarian 
and  other  fields,  and  action  to  follow-up 
on  the  Conference. 


Copies  of  the  Final  Act  of  the  Confer¬ 
ence  on  Security  and  Cooperation  in  Eu¬ 
rope  are  available  through  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Dociunents,  (Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402, 
at  $1.10. 

H.  Allen  Holmes, 
Director.  Office  of  NATO  and 
Atlantic  Political-Military  Af¬ 
fairs. 

September  19,  1975. 

[FB  Doc.75-26105  Filed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


[Public  Notice  CM-6/106] 

GOVERNMENT  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 

INTERNATIONAL  BOOK  AND  LIBRARY 

PROGRAMS 

Meeting 

The  Government  Advisory  Committee 
on  International  Book  and  Library  Pro¬ 
grams  is  announcing  the  second  meeting 
of  its  Task  Force  to  review  Draft  Proto¬ 
cols  for  the  Agreement  on  the  Importa¬ 
tion  of  Educational,  Scientific  and  Cultu¬ 
ral  Material  (Florence  Agreement) .  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and  will  be 
held  in  Room  6320  in  the  Department  of 
State,  2201  C  Street.  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  from  10:00  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  on  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1975. 

The  Draft  Protocols  to  the  Florence 
Agreement  were  proposed  by  UNESCO, 
and  the  Task  Force  will  develop  a  set  of 
options  for  the  U.S.  Delegation  to  the 
March  1976  UNESCO  Intergovernmental 
Conference  on  the  Florence  Agreement. 

Members  of  the  public  may  submit 
written  comments  to  the  Chairman  prior 
to  October  26,  1975.  The  Chairman  will, 
as  time  permits,  entertain  all  comments 
made  by  the  public  attending  the 
meeting. 

For  purposes  of  fulfilling  building  se¬ 
curity  requirements,  anyone  wishing  to 
attend  the  meeting  must  advise  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretary  by  telephone  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  meeting.  Telephone:  (202) 
632-2841. 

Carol  M.  Owens, 
Executive  Secretary. 

September  23,  1975. 

[FB  DOC.7S-26107  FUed  9-29-75;8;46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
USAF  SCIENTIHC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

September  19, 1975. 
TTie  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
ESD  Advisory  Group  will  hold  meetings 
on  October  15,  1975,  from  8:45  ajn.  to 
4:00  pm.  and  on  October  16,  1975,  from 
8:45  a.m.  to  12:00  pm.  at  the  HQ  Elec- 
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tronlc  Systems  Division,  Command  Man¬ 
agement  Center,  Bldg.  1606,  Hanscom 
AFB,  MA. 

The  meeting  will  consist  of  classified 
briefings  and  discussions  on  Electronic 
Systems  Division  programs  involving 
data  link  interoperability  and  Air  Force 
command  and  control  systems  computer 
software/hardware  standardization. 

The  meetings  will  concern  matters 
listed  In  TiUe  5,  U.S.C.  652(b)(1)  (4) 
and  (5) ,  and  therefore  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

For  further  infohnation,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  l^cretariat  at 
202-697-4648. 

Jamks  L.  Elmer, 

Major,  USAF,  Executive. 

Directorate  of  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-26161  Filed  9-29-76; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
MARIHUANA 

Scheduling 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  75-25677  appearing  at  page 
44164  of  the  issue  for  Thursday,  Septem¬ 
ber  25.  1975,  in  Section  VI,  insert  the 
following  omitted  text  as  the  fifth  line  of 
the  paragraph  numbered  5,  1st  column, 
page  44168:  “entirely  detached  from  the 
tops  and  seeds”. 

■  0 - 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
National  Park  Service 
GRAND  CANYON  NATIONAL  PARK 
Intention  to  Issue  a  Concession  Permit 

Pursuant  to  the  provision  of  Section  5 
of  the  Act  of  October  9,  1965  (79  Stat 
969;  16  UJS.C.  20)  public  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  thirty  (30)  days  after  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  through  the  Su- 
perintaident.  Grand  Canyon  National 
Park,  proposes  to  issue  a  concession  per¬ 
mit  to  Norman  C.  Johnson,  dba  Village 
Sports  Den  authorizing  him  to  provide 
concession  facilities  and  services  for  the 
public  at  Grand  Canyon  National  Park 
for  a  period  of  one  year  from  January  1, 
1975,  through  December  31,  1975. 

An  assessment  of  the  environmental 
Impact  of  this  proposed  action  haa  been 
made  and  it  has  been  determined  that  it 
will  not  significantly  affect  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment,  and  that  It  is 
not  a  major  Federal  action  under  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and 
the  guidelines  of  the  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality.  The  environmental  as¬ 
sessment  may  be  reviewed  in  the  Office 
of  the  Superintendent,  Grand  Canyon 
National  Park. 

The  foregoing  concessioner  has  per¬ 
formed  his  obligations  under  the  expired 
permit  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  National 
Park  Service,  and  therefore,  pursuant  to 
the  Act  cited  above.  Is  entitled  to  be 
givm  preference  In  the  renewal  of  the 


permit  and  in  the  negotiation  of  a  new 
permit.  However,  under  ttie  Act  cited 
above,  the  Secretary  Is  also  required  to 
consider  and  evaluate  all  proposals  re¬ 
ceived  as  a  result  of  this  notice.  Any 
proposal  to  be  considered  and  evaluated 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  30, 1975. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  the 
Superintendent,  Grand  Canyon  National 
PaiiL,  P.O.  Box  129,  Grand  Canyon, 
Arizona  86023  for  information  as  to  the 
requirements  of  the  proposed  permit. 

Merle  E.  Stitt, 
Superintendent. 

June  23, 1975. 

IFB  Doc.75-25985  FUed  9-29-75;8;45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

LYNDON  B.  JOHNSON  NATIONAL 
GRASSLAND  UNIT  PLAN 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Lyndon 
B.  Johnson  National  Grassland  Unit 
Plan,  National  Forests  in  Texas,  Lufkin, 
TX,  USDA-PS-R8-FES  (Adm.)  75-7. 

The  management  direction  and  action 
proposed  and  described  in  this  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  and  Unit  Plan  is  for 
a  10-year  pieriod  beginning  November  1, 
1975.  Included  in  tips  unit  plan  are  pro¬ 
posed  projects  for  recreation  manage¬ 
ment,  vegetative  manipulation  to  benefit 
wildlife,  needed  erosion  control  measures, 
improved  transportation  systems,  range 
improvement  projects  and  other  action 
plans. 

This  imit  is  part  of  the  Caddo-Lyndon 
B.  Johnson  Ranger  District  which  is  ad¬ 
ministered  as  part  of  the  National  For¬ 
ests  in  Texas.  The  imit  contains  20,332 
acres  of  federally-owned  lands  located 
in  Wise  and  Montague  counties  in  the 
north-central  part  of  Texas. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  September  22, 
1975.  Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
dining  regular  working  hours  at  the 
following  locations : 

U.S.  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture  Bldg., 
Rm.  3230,  12th  St.  &  Independence  Ave., 
SIV,  Washington.  DC  20260. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  1720  Peachtree  Rd. 
NW,  Rm.  804,  Atlanta,  OA  80309. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Caddo-Lyndon  B. 
Johnson  Ranger  District,  Box  507,  Decatur, 
TX  76234. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  John  Courtenay,  NFs  in  Texas,  Box 
969,  Lufkin,  TX  75901. 

Edward  G.  Ellenberg, 
Acting  Regional 
Environmental  Coordinator. 

September  22, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26055  FUed  9-29-75;  8;  45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

CORONADO  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The  Coronado  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advlso-y  Board  Committee  will  meet  at 
10:00  a.m.  on  October  31,  1975,  at  the 
Forest  Supen  ’‘-or’s  Office,  Coronado  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Federal  Building,  301  West 
Congress,  Tucson,  Arizona. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  elect 
officers  and  discuss  new  ten-year  grazing 
permits. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attrad  should  notify 
Coronado  National  Forest,  792-6625. 
Written  statements  may  be  filed  with  the 
committee  before  or  after  the  meeting 

K.  R.  Weissenborn, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

September  23, 1975. 

IFR  Doc .75-26087  FUed  9-29-76:8:45  am] 


SPEARFISH  DISTRICT  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

/  Meeting 

The  Spearfish  District  Grazing  Advis¬ 
ory  Board  will  meet  at  7 :00  p.m.,  October 
24, 1975,  at  the  Forest  Service  Office,  321 
S.  Canyon,  Spearfish,  South  Dakota.  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  provide  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  range  users  the  means  for 
aooUective  expression  of  their  views  and 
recommendations  concerning  the  man¬ 
agement  and  administration  of  Black 
Hills  National  Forest  grazing  land  and 
adoption  of  bylaws  to  govern  the  Board's 
proceedings.  Included  will  be  discussion 
on  the  2200  Section  of  the  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  Manual  governing  the  range  resource 
development  and  administration. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should 
notify  Oliver  Swanson,  Spearfish,  South 
Dakota  57783,  642-2225.  Written  state¬ 
ments  may  be  filed  with  the  Board  be¬ 
fore  or  after  the  meeting. 

The  Board  has  established  the  follow¬ 
ing  rules  for  public  participation:  Pub¬ 
lic  members  may  speak  up  at  any  time. 

James  C.  Overbay, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

September  22, 1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-26088  Filed  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

TOIYABE  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 

ADVISORY  BAARD— MONO  DIVISION 

Intent  To  Establish  Grazing  Advisory 
Board 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  pro¬ 
poses  to  establish  the  Tolyabe  National 
Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board — ^Mono 
Division  for  the  period  ending  January  5, 
1977,  under  Forest  Service  regulation  36 
CFR  231.10. 

This  Is  to  be  a  local  advisory  board  of 
the  Forest  Service  to  provide  National 
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Forest  range  users  a  means  for  the  collec¬ 
tive  expression  of  their  views  and  recom¬ 
mendations  concerning  the  management 
and  administration  of  the  Toiyabe  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  grazing  lands  and  to  de¬ 
velop  local  interest  and  responsibility  in 
better  range  management. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Conserva¬ 
tion,  Research  and  Education  determined 
that  establishment  of  this  board  is  nec¬ 
essary  and  in  the  public  Interest  in  con¬ 
nection  with  duties  imposed  on  the  De¬ 
partment  by  law. 

Comments  of  interested  persons  con¬ 
cerning  establishment  of  this  board  may 

submitt^  to  the  Forest  Supervisor, 
Toiyabe  National  Forest,  111  N.  Virginia 
Street,  Reno,  Nevada  89501,  on  or  before 
October  15,  1975. 

All  writt^  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  available  for  public 
Inspection  in  the  Forest  Supervisor’s  of¬ 
fice  during  regular  business  hours  (*f 
CFR  1.27(b)). 

Joseph  R.  Wright,  Jr. 

Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

September  24,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-26068  Piled  9-29-75;8:45  am] 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

ARIZONA  ELECTRIC  POWER 
COOPERATIVE,  INC. 

Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Public  Law 
93-32  (87  STAT.  65)  and  in  conformance 
with  applicable  agency  policies  and  pro- 
cediu*es  as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin 
20-22  (Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk 
Power  Supply  Facilities) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Administrator  of  REA  wiU 
consider  providing  a  guarantee  supported 
by  the  full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United 
States  of  America  for  a  loan  in  the  ap¬ 
proximate  amoimt  of  $8,360,000  to  Ari¬ 
zona  Electric  Power  Cooperative,  Inc.,  of 
Benson,  Arizona.  Hiese  loan  fimds  will 
be  used  for  the  financing  of  miscel¬ 
laneous  generation  plant  Improvements, 
miscellaneous  transmission  system  im¬ 
provements,  and  for  the  completion  of 
previously  approved  generation  and 
transmission  facilities. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding  and  servicing 
the  loan  proposed  to  be  guaranteed  may 
obtain  information  on  the  proposed  proj¬ 
ect,  including  the  engineering  and  eco¬ 
nomic  feasibility  studies  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  schedule  for  the  advances  to  the 
borrower  of  the  guaranteed  loan  funds 
from  Mr.  Dexter  Smith,  Manager,  Ari¬ 
zona  Electric  Power  Cooperative,  Inc,, 
P.O.  Box  670,  Benson,  Ari^na  85602. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  30,  1975  to  Mr,  Smith.  The  right  Is 
reserved  to  give  such  consideration  and 
make  such  evaluation  or  other  disposi- 
ti<m  of  all  proposals  received,  as  Arizona 
Electric  and  REA  deem  appropriate.  Pro¬ 
spective  lenders  are  advised  that  the 
guaranteed  financing  for  this  project  is 
available  from  the  Federal  Financing 
Bank  under  a  standing  agreement  with 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20^22  are  avail¬ 


able  from  the  Director,  Informaticm 
Services  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  September,  1975. 

David  H.  Askegaaro, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.75-26125  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

VOTING  RIGHTS  ACT  AMENDMENT  OF 
1975 

Determinations  Under  Title  III 

Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  75-23861  appearing  on  page 
41827  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  Septem¬ 
ber  9, 1975  the  line  in  the  second  column 
on  page  41827  now  reading  “Texas 
(statewide)  ”,  should  read  “Texas  (state¬ 
wide)  _ Spanish”. 

Maritime  Administration 
APPROVAL  OF  CERTAIN  CHARTERS 
Amended  Notice  of  Policy  Review 

In  FR  Doc,  75-17828  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Re^ster  on  July  9,  19.75  (40  FJl. 
28832)  notice  was  given  that  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration  is  reviewing  with  the 
intention  to  revise  as  appropriate  its 
practices  and  policies  regarding  ap¬ 
provals  of  time  charters  or  like  forms  of 
charters  of  vessels  eligible  for  coastwise 
oi>erat;ions  to  persons,  corporations, 
partnerships  or  associations,  which  are 
not  themselves  otherwise  qualified  to  op¬ 
erate  a  vessel  in  the  coastwise  trade. 

Upon  request  and  for  good  cause 
shown,  said  notice  is  hereby  amended  to 
extend  the  time  for  filing  comments  fnxn 
October  2, 1975  to  November  3, 1975. 

(Sec.  204(b)  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936, 
as  amended  (46  tJSC  1114);  Reorganization 
Plans  No.  21  of  1950  (64  Stat.  1273)  and  No. 
7  of  1961  (75  Stat.  842)  as  amended  by  Pub. 
L.  91-469  (84  Stat.  1036);  Department  of 
Commerce  Organization  Order  10-8  (38  FR 
19707,  July  23,  1973).) 

Dated :  September  24,  1975. 

By  order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26131  Filed  9-29-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  75N-0107] 

FOOD  FOR  SPECIAL  DIETARY  USES 
Notice  of  Reopening  of  Hearing 
The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
announces  the  reopening  of  the  hearing 
on  food  for  special  dietary  uses  on  No¬ 
vember  10,  1975,  at  9  a.m.,  in  Rm.  4A- 
35,  Parklawn  Bldg.,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
RockvUle,  MD  20852. 


The  Cmnmissioner  established  new 
regulations,  published  in  the  Fkderal 
Register  of  August  2, 1973  (38  FR  20708, 
20730),  to  govern  the  labeling  of  foods 
for  special  dietary  uses  in  S9  125.1,  125.2 
and  125.3  (21  CFR  125.1, 125.2  and  125.3) 
and  to  govern  the  composition  of  dietary 
supplements  of  vitamins  and  minerals  in 
9  80.1  (21  CFR  80.1).  Subsequently, 

fifteen  petitions  for  review  of  these  regu¬ 
lations  were  filed  in  various  United 
States  courts  of  appeals;  all  were  eventu¬ 
ally  consolidated  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit. 
After  extensive  briefing  and  argiunent, 
that  Court  r^dered  judgment  on  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1974.  Naticmal  Nutritional  Foods 
Association  v.  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  504  F.2d  761  (2nd  Clr.  1974) ,  cert, 
denied,  95  S.  Ct.  1326  (1975).  WhUe  the 
Court  stated  that  it  was  “broadly  sus¬ 
taining  the  regulations”,  it  nevertheless 
remanded  the  regulations  to  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  for  certain 
specified  action,  including  the  partial  re¬ 
opening  of  the  administrative  hearing 
upon  which  the  regulations  were  based. 
A  copy  of  this  judgment  is  on  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  May  28, 
1975  (40  FR  23244),  the  Commissioner 
issued,  inter  alia,  a  preliminary  notice  of 
reopening  of  hearing  which  stated,  in 
part: 

ITie  Ck)urt’s  decision  remanded  the  regula¬ 
tions  to  the  Agency  "with  instructions  to 
reopen  the  record  for  the  limited  purpose  of 
permitting  reasonable  croes-examlnatlon  of 
Dr.  [William  H.]  Sebrell  (or.  if  he  is  not 
avaUable,  some  other  qualified  member  of 
the  [Food  and  Nutrition]  Board)  [of  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences]  by  Dr.  [MUes] 
Robinson  or  counsel  of  some  other  similarly 
Interested  participant”.  [504  FIM  799.] 

Dr.  Sebrell  is  no  longer  a  member  of  the 
Food  and  Nutrition  Board.  Tentative  arrange¬ 
ments  have  been  made  to  call  Instead  Dr. 
Alfred  E.  Harper,  who  was  Dr.  Sebrell’s  suc¬ 
cessor  as  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Dietary  Allowances  of  the  Food  and  and 
Nutrition  Board,  serving  in  that  capacity  at 
the  time  of  development  and  publication  of 
the  most  recent  (eighth)  edition  (1974)  of 
the  National  Academy  of  Sciences-Natlonal 
Research  Council’s  “Recommended  Dietary 
Allowances.”  Dr.  Harper  is  Professor  of  Nutri¬ 
tion  Sciences  and  Biochemistry  and  Chalr- 
maq^  of  the  Department  of  Nutritional  Sci¬ 
ences,  University  of  Wisconsin.  Dr.  Harper 
will  not  tender  any  direct  testimony  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Government  except  to  identify 
and  provide  fcs:  the  record  a  copy  of  the 
eighth  edition  (1974)  of  the  “Recommended 
Dietary  Allowances”  developed  by  the  Food 
and  Nutrition  Board  of  the  National  Academy 
of  Sciences-Natlonal  Research  Council.  (The 
seventh  edition  (1968)  of  this  publication 
was  one  of  the  fundamental  sources  relied 
upon  in  the  development  of  Parts  80  and 
125.  The  eighth  edition  was  published  after 
appellate  review  of  these  regulations  had 
begun.  Since  the  eighth  edition  was  cited 
and  quoted  in  briefs  before  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peals  and  the  Court  Itself  referred  to  the 
eighth  edition  in  its  decision  [504  P.2d  791, 
798,  799  (Ftnt.  67)  ] ,  it  seems  clear  that  a 
copy  of  the  publication  in  its  entirety  should 
be  Included  in  the  record  prior  to  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  examination  of  Dr.  Har¬ 
per.)  Instead,  pursuant  to  the  Court’s  direc¬ 
tion,  [Dr.  Harper]  will  be  avaUable  as  Dr. 
SebreU’s  successcM*  to  respond  to  inquiry  by 
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those  exposed  to  the  regulations,  concerning 
(1)  the  methodology  employed  in  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  recommended  dietary  allowances 
by  the  Board  and  the  scientific  foundation 
upon  which  these  allowances  are  baaed,  <2) 
the  scientific  appropriateness  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration's  use  of  the  Board’s 
recommended  dietary  allowances,  and  (3) 
possible  biases  or  confiicts  of  interest  on  the 
part  of  the  Board,  as  well  as  other  relevant 
subjects. 

Therefore,  in  accordance  with  the  fore¬ 
going  discu^on,  and  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  701(f)(2),  52  Stat. 
1056  (21  U.S.C.  371(f)(2)))  and  imder 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  cm  2.120) :  It  is  ordered, 

1.  That  the  public  hearing  on  food  for 
special  dietary  uses  be  reopened  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  instructions  of  the 
United  States  court  of  Appeals  for  the 
Secmid  Circuit  with  respect  to  the  final 
order  published  in  the  FEDBiAi,  Register 
of  Augmt  2,  1973,  which  established  new 
regulations  governing  the  labeling  of 
foods  for  special  dietary  uses  in  S§  125.1. 
125.2  and  125.3  (21  CFR  125.1,  125.2,  and 
125.3) ,  and  governing  the  composition  of 
dietary  supplements  of  vitamins  and 
minerals  in  §  80.1  (21  CFR  80.1). 

2.  That  Dr.  Alfred  E.  Harper,  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Dietary  Allow¬ 
ances  of  the  Food  and  Nutrition  Board 
of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences-Na- 
tional  Research  Council  during  develop¬ 
ment  and  publication  of  the  most  recent 
(eighth)  edition  (1974)  of  the  “Recom¬ 
mended  Dietary  Allowances”  developed 
by  said  Board,  will  be  available  at  such 
hearing  for  reasonable  examination. 

3.  That  pursuant  to  the  direction  of 
the  Second  Circuit,  Dr.  Harper  will  re¬ 
spond  to  inquiry  by  those  opposed  to  the 
regulations,  concerning; 

(a)  The  methodology  employed  In  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  recommended  dietary 
allowances  by  the  Board  and  the  scien¬ 
tific  foundation  upon  which  these  allow¬ 
ances  are  based, 

(b)  The  scientific  appropriateness  of 
Pood  and  Drug  Administration  use  of  the 
Board’s  recommended  dietary  allow¬ 
ances,  and 

(c)  Possible  biases  or  conflicts  of  inter¬ 
est  on  the  part  of  the  Board,  as  well  as 
any  other  subjects  deemed  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  to  be  relevant  to 
the  examination  mandated  by  the  Court 
of  Appeals. 

While  the  Court  has  required  only  that 
Dr.  Robinson  or  counsel  of  some  other 
similarly  interested  participant  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  engage  in  examination  of  Dr. 
Harper,  the  Commissioner  intends  that 
reasonable  examination  may  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  many  participants  reflect¬ 
ing  as  many  points  of  view  as  is  reason¬ 
ably  possible. 

■The  hearing  shall  take  place  in  the 
Hearing  Room,  Pood  and  Drug  Admin- 
istratloin,  Rm.  4A-35,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20852.  The  presiding  oflB- 
cer  is  expected  to  be  Administrative  Law 
Judge  Daniel  J.  Davidson.  The  hearing 
shall  commence  on  Novonber  10, 1975,  at 
9  ajn.  Written  notices  of  appearance 
must  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4r- 
65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 


20852,  not  later  than  October  30,  1975. 

In  order  to  make  appropriate  proce¬ 
dural  decisions  to  assure  a  fair,  orderly, 
and  expeditious  hearing  in  advance  of 
the  appearance  of  the  witness,  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  will  be  held  in  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Room  on  October  3,  1975,  at  10  a.m. 
All  persons  who  wish  to  participate  in 
the  examination  of  Dr.  Harper  shall  ap¬ 
pear,  in  person  or  by  counsel,  at  that 
time.  If  requests  to  engage  in  examina¬ 
tion  are  numerous  and  the  participants 
cannot  agree  among  themselves  on  ap¬ 
portionment  of  time  or  subject  matter 
sufBcient  to  accommodate  all  partici¬ 
pants  within  a  reasonable  period  of  time, 
participants  with  genuinely  common  in¬ 
terests  will  be  grouped  in  order  to  allow 
a  qualified  representative  (s)  of  each 
group  to  examine  Dr.  Harper  for  a  rea¬ 
sonable  period  of  time. 

Upon  the  conclusion  of  the  reopened 
hearing,  the  Administrative  Law  Judge 
shall  prepare  and  submit  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  a  report  setting  forth  his  recom¬ 
mended  Findings  of  Fact  and  Conclu¬ 
sions  of  Law.  The  report  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  shall  simultaneously 
be  made  available  to  the  participants  in 
the  hearing,  who  will  be  afforded  a  rea¬ 
sonable  period  of  time,  not  to  exceed  30 
days,  to  file  exceptions  with  the  Cwnmis- 
sioner.  The  Commissioner  will  review  the 
record  of  the  examination  of  Dr.  Harper, 
the  report  of  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  and  any  timely  filed  exceptions  to 
such  report  prior  to  promulgating  final 
regulations. 

Dated:  September  24,  1975. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
IFB  Doc.76-26065  Filed  9-29- 76; 8: 45  am) 

Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  EDU¬ 
CATION  PROFESSIONS  DEVELOPMENT 

Notice  of  Public  Availability  of  Report  on 

the  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
App.  I  (Supp.  n  1972)  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-63  of  March  27,  1974,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Council  on  Education 
Professions  Development  which  held  a 
closed  meeting  on  April  19, 1974  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  report  on  the  activities  of  this 
meeting.  Copies  of  this  report  have  been 
filed  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  following  three  locations; 

Library  of  Congress,  Microform  Beading 
Room,  Room  MB-140B,  Main  Building,  10 
First  Street,  8.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  United  States  Office  of  Education, 
Office  of  the  Chief,  Committee  Manage- 
mmt  Staff,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Room  4166,  Washington,  D.C. 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Education  Pro¬ 
fessions  Development,  1111  20th  Street, 
N.W.,  Suite  306,  Washington,  D.C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1975. 

David  C.  Nichols, 
Acting  Executive  Director. 
[FR  Doc.75-26092  Piled  9-29-75;8:46  ami 


Office  of  Education 

EDUCATIONAL  BROADCASTING 
FACILITIES  PROGRAM 

Notice  of  Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of 
Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  authority  contained  in  Part  IV  of  Title 
HI  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended  (47  U.S.C.  390-399) ,  and  Sec. 
414(a)  of  the  CJeneral  Education  Provi¬ 
sions  Act  (20  U.S.C.  1226a),  (1)  new  ap¬ 
plications  and  (2)  statements  or  amend¬ 
ments  required  by  45  CFR  §  153.5(a)  (2i 
to  be  submitted  to  reactivate  any  pend¬ 
ing  application  accepted  for  filing  in  a 
previous  year  are  being  accepted  from 
eligible  applicants  for  Fiscal  Year  1976 
funding  consideration  for  educational 
broadcasting  facilities  grants. 

Applications  and  statements  or  amend¬ 
ments  required  to  reactivate  a  previously 
accepted  application  must  be  received  by 
the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  Applications 
Control  Center  on  or  before  December  12, 
1975. 

References  to  “applications”  herein¬ 
after  contained  in  this  notice  shall  refer 
both  to  new  applications  and  to  state¬ 
ments  or  amendments  required  to  reacti¬ 
vate  a  previously  accepted  application. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail. 

An  application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  as  follows;  UB.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  Application  Control  Center,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202,  Attention:  13.413.  An  application 
sent  by  mail  will  be  considered  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  time  by  the  Application  Control 
Center  if; 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
December  5,  1975  as  evidenced  by  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service  postmark  on  the 
wrapper  or  enveli^ie,  or  on  the  original 
receipt  from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mail 
rooms  in  Washington,  D.C.  In  establish¬ 
ing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commissioner 
will  rely  pn  the  time-date  .stamp  of  such 
mail  rooms  or  other  documentary  evi¬ 
dence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

B.  Hand  delivered  application. 

An  application  to  be  hand  delivered 
must  be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  Application  Control  Center,  Room 
5673,  Regional  Office  Building  Three, 
7th  and  D  Streets.  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Hand  delivered  applications  will  be 
accepted  dally  between  the  hours  of  8:00 
a.m.  and  4:00  pm.  Washington,  D.C. 
time  except  Saturdays,  Simdays,  or  Fed¬ 
eral  holidays.  Applications  will  not  be 
accepted  after  4:00  pm.  on  the  closing 
date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Information  and  application  forms 

may  be  obtained  from  the  Educational 
Broadcasting  Facilities  Program,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  School  Systems,  UB.  Office  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

D.  Applicable  regulatvons. 

The  regulations  applicable  to  this 
program  include  the  Office  of  Education 
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General  Provisions  Regulations  (45  CFR 
Parts  100,  100a)  and  45  Cfli  Part  153 
published  In  the  Fesekal  Register  on 
March  10.  1975,  Vol.  40.  at  11240. 

(47  U.S.C.  890-S«9) 

Dated:  September  25,  1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistanoe 
Number  13.413,  Educational  Broadcasting 
Facilities  (Public  Broadcasting) ) . 

[FR  000.76-26228  Filed  0-29-75;  8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  EX7&-25;  Notice  1] 

AUTOMOBILI  LAMBORGHINI 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  from 
Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standards 

Automobili  Pemicclo  Lamborghini 
8P.A.  of  Italy  has  applied  lor  a  3-year 
exemptlim  of  Its  Countach  model  from 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  215, 
Exterior  Protection.  The  basis  Of  the  peti¬ 
tion  Is  that  ciHnpliance  would  cause  It 
substantial  economic  hardship. 

Lambor^ilnl’s  annual  production  is 
approximately  350  passenger  cars.  It 
manufactured  60  Countachs  from  June 
1974  to  June  1975,  and  anticipates  that 
20  vehicles  per  year  will  be  produced  im- 
der  the  exemption  for  the  United  States 
market.  Although  the  car  has  only  al¬ 
tered  production  relatively  recently.  Its 
design  and  oiglneering  date  from  late 
1968  and  early  1969  before  tiie  proposal 
and  adoption  of  Standard  No.  215,  which 
was  initially  effective  September  1,  1972. 
The  company  has  spent  approximately 
$268,000  conforming  the  vehicle  with  all 
other  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety  stand¬ 
ards,  and  it  has  submitted  a  detailed 
estimate  of  40  changes  plus  costs  nec¬ 
essary  to  effect  compliance  with  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  215.  Conformance  would  require 
$435,960,  which  is  approximately  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  company’s  ciunulative  net 
profits  in  the  years  1971-73.  Lamborghini 
has  spent  $17,855  on  tooling  for  bumper 
equipment  to  be  added  to  Coimtachs  to 
be  sold  In  the  United  States  that  will 
afford  partial  compliance  with  Standard 
No.  215.  The  company  intends  to  con¬ 
form  at  the  end  of  the  3-year  period. 
Because  of  the  decline  in  luxury  auto 
sales  in  Europe,  failure  to  enter  the 
American  market  with  the  Countach  will 
cause  it  further  hardship. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
a  temporary  exemption  is  published  in 
accordance  with  the  NHTSA  regulations 
on  this  subject  (49  CTR  555.7) ,  and  does 
not  represent  any  agency  decision  or 
other  exercise  of  Judgment  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  for  ex¬ 
emption  of  Automobili  Lamborghini. 
Comments  should  refer  to  the  Docket 
Section.  National  Highway  Traffic  Safe¬ 
ty  Administration,  Room  5108,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 


20590.  It  is  requested  but  not  required 
that  five  copies  be  submitted. 

All  cmnments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  cloring  date 
Indicated  bdow  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  recrived,  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date 
win  also  be  filed  and  wiU  be  considered 
to  the  extent  practicable.  Notice  of  final 
action  on  the  petition  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Comment  closing  date:  October  30, 
1975. 

(Sec.  3.  Pub.  L.  92-643,  88  Stat.  1159  (15 
tT.8.C.  1410),  (lelegatlons  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR  501.8) . 

Issued  on  September  24, 1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 

Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.75-26119  FUed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  EX.  75-7;  Notice  3] 

RITE-WAY  INC.  OF  INDIANA 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 
Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 

Rite-Way  Inc.  of  Indiana,  of  Fort 
Wayne,  Indiana,  has  applied  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  its  temporary  exemption  from 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  121, 
Air  Brake  Systems  (49  CFR  571.121) ,  on 
the  basis  that  compliance  would  cause 
it  substantial  economic  hardship.  No¬ 
tice  of  its  previous  petition  was  published 
on  February  13,  1975  (40  FR  6703) .  The 
Administrator  granted  Rite-Way  an  ex¬ 
emption  on  March  24,  1975  (40  FR 
13023),  to  expire  September  1,  1975. 

Rite-Way  manufactured  70  motor 
vehicles  (ready-mix  trucks)  in  1974.  It 
requests  an  exemption  from  Standard 
No.  121  until  March  1,  1978.  The  com¬ 
pany  is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
Moran  Tank  Company,  which  acquired 
it  in  1972,  when  Rite-Way  was  operat¬ 
ing  under  the  Federal  Bankruptcy  Act. 
Shortages  of  parts  and  the  state  of  the 
economy  forc^  Rite-Way  to  file  for  re¬ 
organization  imder  Chapter  XI  of  the  Act 
in  November  1974.  Efforts  to  interest  sup¬ 
pliers  in  providing  prototype  components 
to  a  small -volxime  producer  have  resulted 
in  delays  to  programs  intended  to  imple¬ 
ment  Standard  No.  121.  The  company’s 
financial  state  caused  it  to  close  its  truck 
manufacturing  facility  in  Natchez,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  leaving  it  with  an  inventory  of 
parts  worth  almost  $85,000  that  have 
been  obsokted  by  the  advent  of  Standard 
No.  121.  The  exemption  period  would  al¬ 
low  it  to  exhaust  the  inventory  and  phase 
in  the  new  standard  on  an  overly  basis. 
The  company  had  a  net  income  of 
$125,000  in  the  fiscal  year  ending  July  31, 
1974.  Between  then  and  November  25, 
1974,  the  company  has  a  net  loss  of 
$250,000.  The  company  intends  to  con¬ 
form  by  the  end  of  the  exemption  period. 

In  granting  the  original  exemption  for 
a  period  shorter  than  that  requested,  the 
Administrator  foimd  persuasive  the 
comment  by  Oshkosh  Truck  Corpora¬ 


tion  that  it  was  "capable  of  supplying 
Rite-Way  with  Eteering  driving  axles  on 
comiriktcd  ehawiB  to  sattsly  their  pro¬ 
duction  reqiilrementE.”  Rite-Way  has 
examined  this  possibility  and  finds  that 
Its  unique  front  discharge  mixor  is  not 
adaptable  to  the  Oshkosh  chassis  which 
is  designed  for  a  conventional  rear  dis¬ 
charge  mixer,  except  at  a  cost  the  com¬ 
pany  terms  "t^hlbltive."  Rite-Way  an¬ 
ticipates  that  its  supplier  will  provide  it 
with  a  prototype  conforming  axle  in  Oc¬ 
tober  1975.  It  estimates  Unit  its  engi¬ 
neering  and  test  program  will  require  4 
months  to  conmlete  after  receipt  of  the 
conforming  axle.  The  company  empha¬ 
sizes  the  financial  constraints  placed  up¬ 
on  it  because  of  its  operation  imder 
Chapter  XI. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
a  temporary  exempt!^  is  published  in 
accordance  with  the  NHTSA  regulations 
on  this  subject  (49  CFR  555.7),  and  does 
not  represent  any  agency  decision  or 
other  exercise  of  judgmoit  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  of  Rite- 
Way  described  above.  Comments  should 
refer  to  the  docket  number  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to:  Docket  Section,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  requested 
but  not  required  that  five  copies  be  sub¬ 
mitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considored.  The 
ai^licatlon  and  supporting  materials, 
and  an  comments  received,  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  wiU 
also  be  filed  and  wiU  be  considered  to  the 
extent  possible.  Notice  of  action  upon 
the  petition  wlU  be  published  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Comment  closing  date:  October  30, 
1975. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-546,  86  Stat,  1159,  (15 
U.S.C.  1410);  d^egations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR  601.8) 

Issued  on  September  24,  1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 
[FR  Doc.75-2eil8  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  EX76-28;  Notice  1] 

TVR  ENGINEERING  LTD. 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 
Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 

TVR  Engineering  Ltd.  Blackpool,  Eng¬ 
land,  has  petitioned  for  a  3-year  ex¬ 
emption  from  Federal  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standard  No.  215,  Exterior  Pro¬ 
tection,  on  the  basis  that  compliance 
would  cause  it  substantial  economic 
hardship. 

TVR  manufactured  450  passenger  cars 
from  January  1, 1974,  to  August  31, 1975. 
Approximately  80  percent  of  its  1974  pro¬ 
duction  was  idilp^  to  North  America 
(338  can  to  the  United  States,  12  to 
Canada) ,  On  January  3, 1975,  its  factory 
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was  almost  completely  destroyed  by  a 
lire.  Petitioner  was  in  the  process  of  de¬ 
signing  and  testing  procedures  related  to 
Standard  No.  215  at  that  time,  but  “all 
of  the  stock,  including  the  dev^(H>nien- 
tal  work  in  progress,  was  destroyed."  As  a 
result,  TVR  “was  unable  to  produce  and 
market  a  production  model  ior  the  year 
1975,  and  to  complete  its  resear<^,  devel¬ 
opment,  testing”  and  work  related  to 
compliance  with  Standard  No.  215.  Un¬ 
less  the  exemption  is  granted,  “Peti¬ 
tioner  will  be  deprived  of  its  1976  sales 
year.”  The  effect  of  this  “will  be  the 
financial  ruin  and  collapse  of  Petition¬ 
er’s  business.” 

Its  net  income  in  1974  was  approxi¬ 
mately  $8,000  (3519  Pounds) .  While  the 
company  has  asked  for  a  3-year  exemp¬ 
tion,  it  states  that  it  will  attempt  to  com¬ 
ply  before  that  time,  but  it  cannot  pos¬ 
sibly  do  so  before  1977. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
a  temporary  exemption  is  published  in 
accordance  with  the  NHTSA  regulations 
on  this  subject  (49  CFR  555.7) ,  and  does 
not  represent  any  agency  decision  or 
other  exercise  of  judgment  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  petition. 

Interested  persems  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  for  ex¬ 
emption  of  TVR  Engineering  Ltd.  de¬ 
scribed  above.  Comments  should  refer  to 
the  docket  number  and  be  submitted  to: 
Docket  Section,  National  Highway  Traf¬ 
fic  Safety  Administration,  Room  5108, 
400  Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20590.  It  is  requested  but  not  re¬ 
quired  that  five  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received,  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  will 
also  be  filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  practicable.  Notice  of  final  action 
on  the  petition  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Comment  closing  date:  October  30, 
1975. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-648,  86  Stat.  1159  (15 
U.S.C.  1410);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
C:PR  1.61  and  49  CPB  601.8) 

Issued  on  September  24, 1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator^ 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.76-26117  FUed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 


In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed  to 
submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and  four 
copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed 
statements  of  Issues;  (2)  proposed  stipu¬ 
lations;  (3)  requests  for  information; 

(4)  statement  of  positions  of  parties;  and 

(5)  proposed  procedural  dat^.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights  will  circulate 
its  material  on  or  before  October  23, 1975, 
and  the  other  parties  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  3,  1975.  The  submissions  of  the 
other  parties  shall  be  limited  to  points 
on  which  they  differ  with  the  Bureau  of 
Operating  Rights,  and  shall  follow  the 
numbering  and  lettering  used  by  the 
Bureau  to  facilitate  cross-referencing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1975. 

[seal]  >  Robert  L.  Park, 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.75-26111  Piled  9-29-75;8:46  am] 


[Dockets  Nos.  27907,  279081 

HUGHES  AIRWEST 
Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

In  the  matter  of  suspension  and  dele^ 
tion  of  service  at  Cedar  City,  Utah,  and 
Page,  Arizona. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  Novem¬ 
ber  12,  1975,  at  10:00  a.m.  (local  time), 
in  Room  726,  Universal  Building,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  Administrative  Law  Judge 
William  A.  Kane,  Jr. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed  to 
submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and  four 
copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed 
statements  of  issues;  (2)  proposed  stipu¬ 
lations;  (3)  requests  for  information; 

(4)  statement  of  positions  of  parties;  and 

(5)  proposed  procedural  dates.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights  will  circulate 
its  material  on  or  before  October  27, 1975, 
and  the  other  parties  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  5,  1975.  The  submissions  of  the 
other  parties  shall  be  limited  to  points 
on  which  they  differ  with  the  Bureau  of 
Operating  Rights,  and  shall  follow  the 
numbering  and  lettering  used  by  the 
Bureau  to  facilitate  cross-referencing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem 
ber  24,  1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.76-26112  FUed  9-29-75;8:46  am] 


tain  points  in  the  United  States.^  This 
permit,  issued  pursuant  to  the  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Agreement  between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Iran  and  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  enables  Air  Iran  to 
operate  scheduled  services  to  the  United 
States  with  whatever  number  of  fre¬ 
quencies  and  combination  of  authorized 
points  it  desires. 

In  addition,  Iran  Air’s  permit  author¬ 
izes  the  carrier  to  engage  in  charter 
trips  in  foreign  air  transportation  sub¬ 
ject  to  Part  212  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations.  Under  this  authority  Iran 
Air  may  perform  an  unlimited  number 
of  on-route  charters  without  any  require¬ 
ments  for  advance  approval.  The  carrier 
may  also  perform  off -route  charters  upon 
prior  approval  of  the  Board  with  as  little 
as  five  days’  advance  notice  required. 
There  are  no  fees  for  such  approval,  and 
no  “right  of  first  refusal”  can  be  exer¬ 
cised  by  any  U.S.  carrier. 

The  right  to  operate  charter  transpor¬ 
tation  is  generally  not  included  in  the 
various  bilateral  agreements  to  which  the 
United  States  is  a  party.  Nevertheless  it 
has  been  a  long-standing  policy  of  the 
Board  to  unilaterally  grant  charter  au¬ 
thority  to  foreign  air  carriers  providing 
scheduled  services.  Such  rights  are  there¬ 
fore  dependent  strictly  upon  comity  and 
reciprocity.*  As  we  have  often  said  previ¬ 
ously,  the  Board  firmly  believes  that  the 
development  of  international  air  trans¬ 
portation  is  best  served  by  a  liberal  grant 
of  charter  rights  between  countries. 
However,  when  other  foreign  govern¬ 
ments  exercise  their  powers  in  a  manner 
which  sharply  restricts  the  charter  c^- 
erations  of  United  States  carriers,  we 
will  act  promptly  and  firmly  to  respond 
to  such  abuses.  Indeed,  we  are  required 
by  law  to  do  so.  Section  2  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Air  Transportation  FJ&ir  Com¬ 
petitive  Practices  Act  of  1974  *  expressly 
requires  that  several  agencies,  including 
the  Board,  keep  under  review  “all  forms 
of  discrimination  or  imfair  competitive 
practices  to  which  United  States  air  car¬ 
rier  are  subject  in  providing  foreign  air 
transportation  services  and  each  shall 
take  all  appropriate  actions  within  its 
jurisdiction  to  eliminate  such  forms  of 
discrimination  or  unfair  competitive 
practices  found  to  exist.”  [emphasis 
added] 

It  has  recently  come  to  our  attention 
that  the  Government  of  Iran  has  given 
its  national  airline,  Iran  Air,  a  right  of 
first  Tefusal  over  certain  charters  from 
the  United  States  to  Iran.  In  turn,  Iran 
Air  has  been  requiring  nondesignated 
U.S.  carriers  *  to  obtain  a  “No  (Ejection 


[Docket  No.  28319] 

CLEVELAND-TORONTO  ROUTE 
PROCEEDING 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1975,  at  10:00  a.m.  (local  time), 
in  Room  911,  Universal  Building,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Dee  C.  Blythe. 


[Order  75-9-83;  Docket  No.  28345] 

IRAN  AIR 
Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  ofiftce  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  24th  day  of  September,  1975. 

Iran  Air  (Iran  National  Airlines  Com¬ 
pany)  is  the  holder  of  a  foreign  air  car¬ 
rier  permit  issued  pursuant  to  Order  74- 
5-28,  which  authorizes  it  to  perform 
foreign  air  transportation  of  persons, 
property  and  mail  between  Iran  and  cer- 


1(1)  The  terminal  point  New  York,  New 
York,  (2)  the  terminal  point  Detroit,  Mich¬ 
igan,  and  (3)  the  cotermlnal  points  Eletrolt, 
Michigan  and  Los  Angeles,  California,  via  In¬ 
termediate  points. 

*In  the  matter  of  On-Route  Charter  Au¬ 
thority  of  Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits,  Order 
70-7-58,  July  13,  1970;  Foreign  Carrier  Off- 
Route  Charter  Investigation,  27  CAB  196  197 
(1958):  30  C.A.B.  1547-48  (I960):  Japan  Air 
Lines  Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permit,  Order  E- 
24295,  October  14,  1966. 

>  PL  93-623,  88  Stat.  2102. 

‘  Pan  American  World  Airways  is  the  only 
U.S.  carrier  specifically  certificated  to  perform 
service  to  Iran. 
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Certificate”  before  a  charter  flight  will 
be  allowed  to  operate.  For  cargo  flights, 
the  fee  for  such  a  certificate  is  either 
10  percent  of  the  general  cargo  rate  or  15 
percent  of  the  charter  price,  whichever  is 
higher.  For  passenger  flights,  the  fee  is 
either  10  percent  of  the  normal  economy- 
class  fare  or  15  percent  of  the  charter 
price,  whichever  is  higher.  We  under¬ 
stand  that  this  policy  holds  even  in  cases 
where  neither  Iran  Air  nor  the  author¬ 
ized  certificated  UJS.  air  carrier  is  able 
to  perform  the  flight. 

We  have  concluded  that  this  “no-ob¬ 
jection  fee”  represents  precisely  the  type 
of  discrimination  and  imfair  competitive 
practices  which  the  Congress  has  man¬ 
dated  that  we  attempt  to  eliminate.  On 
two  previous  occasions  the  staff,  under 
delegated  authority,  has  refused  to  grant 
exemptions  to  UJ3.  charter  carriers  to 
provide  charter  flights  to  Iran  where  it 
appeared  that  a  ”no-objeotion  fee”  would 
be  paid.*  We  recognize  that  sanctions 
against  U.S.  carriers  do  not  represent  a 
viable  long-term  solution  to  the  problem. 
There  is  absolutely  no  reason  why  United 
States  carriers  should  continue  to  be 
penalized  for  Iran  Air’s  discriminatory 
practices. 

We  believe  that  the  policy  of  Iran  Air 
is  so  completely  out  of  line  with  the  gen¬ 
eral  principles  of  ccnnity  and  reciprocity 
on  which  the  Board  relied  in  granting 
that  carrier  Its  charter  authority,  that 
a  strong  and  prompt  response  is  neces¬ 
sary.  Under  sec.  212.4(b)  of  the  Board’s 
Economic  Regulations,  the  Board  may 
at  any  time,  with  or  without  hearing, 
notify  alOTelgn  air  carrier  that  it  cannot 
perform  on-route  charter  trips  In  the 
absence  of  prior  Board  approval,  lifis 
sanction  Is  fully  appropriate  when  U.S. 
carriers  have  been  blatantly  victimized 
by  unfair  practices,  such  as  in  the  present 
case. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  finds  it  in  the 
public  interest  that  Iran  Air  shall  not 
perform  on-route  charter  tripe  hi  the 
absence  of  prior  Board  authorization  un¬ 
til  such  time  as  the  carrier  is  able  to 
affirmatively  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Board  that  Its  present  policy  of  Im¬ 
posing  special  fees  upon  U.S.  carriers  en¬ 
gaged  In  charter  operations  In  Iran  is 
no  longer  in  effect.*  Pending  termination 
of  the  service  fee  requirement,  the  Board 
will  not  be  disposed  to  grant  either  on- 
route  or  off-route  charter  flights  If  so 
requested.  However,  as  soon  as  Iran  Air 
is  able  to  supply  Its  assurances  that  its 
present  policy  has  been  permanently  dis¬ 
continued,  we  will  act  expeditiously  to 
terminate  this  order  and  again  resume 
our  liberal  attitude  toward  charter  oper¬ 
ations  conducted  by  Iran  Air. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that: 

1.  Iran  National  Airlines  Corporation 
(Iran  Air)  be  and  hereby  is  notified  that, 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  the  date 
of  this  order,  it  shall  not  perform  any 
on-route  charter  trip  unless  specific  au- 


•  Order  76-8-19,  August  6,  1975;  Order  75- 
8-37,  August  8,  1975. 

•Included  among  those  types  of  practices 
to  which  we  object  are  both  the  no-objectloa 
fee  and  so-called  “sub-chartear"  requirements. 


thority  in  the  form  of  a  Statement  of 
Authorization  to  conduct  such  charter 
trip  has  been  granted  by  the  Board.  In 
the  event  that  an  application  for  a  State¬ 
ment  of  Authorization  has  been  timely 
filed  at  least  30  days  in  advance  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  flight,  notice  of  the  Board’s  failure 
to  approve  either  the  whole  or  part  of 
such  application  w^  be  submitted  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  at  least  10 
days  prior  to  the  date  of  the  proposed 
flight.  Any  such  failure  to  approve  a 
timely  filed  on-route  charter  trip  appli¬ 
cation  shall  be  subject  to  stay  or  dis¬ 
approval  by  the  President  within  10  days 
after  the  date  of  the  Board’s  notification; 
and 

2.  Copies  of  ttiis  order  shall  be  served 
upon  Iran  Air  and  the  Ambassador  of 
Iran  in  Washington,  D.C. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  and  will  be  trans- 
itted  to  the  President. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26114  Filed  9-29-75;8:46  am] 


[Order  75-9-84;  Dockets  28232  etc  ] 

UNITED  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Proposed  Round-Trip  Excursion  Fare; 

Order  Dismissing  Complaints 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  24th  day  of  September,  1975. 

By  tariff  revisions  ^  marked  to  become 
•effective  October  1,  1975,  United  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  (United)  proposes  a  roimd- 
trip  excurslrm  fare  for  travel  beginning 
February  1,  1976,  which  will  afford  dis¬ 
counts  from  regular  coach  fares  of  20 
percent  during  the  period  June  1  through 
Sept^nber  15,  1976  and  30  percent  dur¬ 
ing  the  remaining  eight  and  one-half 
months  of  the  year.  The  fare  will  be  ap¬ 
plicable  in  all  48-state  markets  except 
to/from  Florida  *;  be  subject  to  a  7-day 
minimum-stay  requirement  (30-day 
maximum) ;  and  will  require  that  tickets 
be  purchased  at  least  14  days  prior  to 
departme.  The  fare  is  marked  to  expire 
January  31,  1977. 

This  proposal  differs  f^xn  previous 
prmnotional-fare  plans  In  that  United 
proposes  to  limit  capacity  available  for 
passengers  traveling  at  the  fare  to  a 
maximum  of  35  percent  of  the  seats  on 
each  flight.  A  lesser  number  of  discount 
seats  may  be  assigned  based  on  full-fare 
traffic  demand.  The  35  percent  maximum 
discount-seat  availability  Is  to  be  based 
on  the  standard  seats  by  aircraft  type 
used  by  the  Board  In  computing  rate- 
making  return  on  Investment.*  The  car¬ 
rier  would  allocate  capacity  by  fii^t  by 
programming  reservation  ccxnputers  to 
reflect  the  desired  inventory  of  discount- 
fare  seats. 


1  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishers 
Cknnpany,  Agent,  TTarlff  C.A3.  Nos.  229  and 
142. 

•  United  has  filed  a  different  excursion-fare 
proposal  for  its  Florida  markets. 

•The  maximum  number  of  discount-fare 
seats  by-alrcraft  type  will  be  set  out  In  the 
rules  tariff. 


Based  on  extensive  studies  and  pas¬ 
senger  surveys  of  existing  and  past  dis¬ 
count-fare  plans.  United  believes  that  a 
greater  degree  of  capacity  control  is  de¬ 
sirable  to  insure,  to  the  maximum  extent 
possible,  that  only  otherwise  empty  seats 
are  sold  to  discount-fare  passengers,  and 
that  with  such  controls  space  will  remain 
available  for  full-fare  passengers.  United 
argues  that  a  major  weakness  of  promo¬ 
tional  fares  to  date  has  been  the  freedom 
which  discount-fare  passengers  have  to 
book  flights  that  are  also  In  great  de¬ 
mand  by  full-fare  passengers.  Com¬ 
pounding  this  problem  is  the  fact  that 
significant  existing  capacity  is  under¬ 
utilized  because  carriers  are  limited  in 
their  ability  to  shift  discount-fare  travel 
to  underutilized  flights  at,  for  example, 
less  popular  departure  times.*  United  be¬ 
lieves  that  with  its  proposal  carriers 
can.  in  effect,  fine-tune  individual  flight 
capacity  to  accmnmodate  discount-fare 
traffic  more  effectively. 

Based  on  generation  studies  conducted 
on  Bicentennial  exciursion-fare  traffic, 
as  well  as  additional  svuweys.  United 
estimates  that  30  percent  of  the  traffic 
at  its  proposed  fare  will  be  gmierated. 
The  carrier  estimates  net  added  revenues 
of  $32.4  million  and  additional  expense 
of  $15.5  million,  resulting  in  a  net  an¬ 
nual  contribution  to  profit  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $17  million.  Included  in  the  cost 
estimate  is  $300,000  of  one-time  costs 
(agent  training,  initial  computer  pro¬ 
gramming  etc.)  and  $125,000  in  recurring 
annual  costs,  primarily  for  cmnputer  file 
maintenance. 

Complaints  against  the  proposal  have 
been  ffied  by  American  Airlines,  Inc. 
(American) ,  Braniff  Airways,  Inc. 
(Branlff ) ,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (Delta) , 
North  Central  Airlines,  Inc.  (North  Cen¬ 
tral),  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.  (Nocth- 
west),  and  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc. 
(TWA).  The  complainants  allege,  inter 
alia,  that  United’s  maximum  dlsa>unt- 
seat  limitation  is  too  high  to  be  mean¬ 
ingful  or  effective  and  that  in  a  com¬ 
petitive  environment  it  is  highly  unlikely 
that  carriers  will  blackout  or  reduce 
available  discovmt-fare  seats  below  the 
maximum  without  the  certain  knowledge 
that  a  competitor’s  flight  during  the 
same  time  period  is  also  unavailable  for 
excursion-fare  passengers.  It  is  further 
alleged  that  application  of  the  proposed 
excursion  fare  will  be  uneconomic  in 
short-haul  markets  because  of  lack  of 
generation  and  the  high  risk  of  diver¬ 
sion — factors  which  the  Bocurd  itself  cited 
in  suspending  earlier  proposals  to  extend 
discount  fares  into  markets  under  750 
miles.* 

Upon  cemsideration  of  the  tariff  filing, 
the  justification,  complaints,  and  an- 


•The  carrlw  also  contends  that  weekend 
and  holiday  blackouts  typically  in^KMed  on 
discount  fares  often  overly  protect  apace  tat 
regular-fare  passengers  and  not  infrequently 
pcuticular  flights  consistently  operate  at  low 
load  factors  during  periods  in  vdilch  dis¬ 
count-fare  travel  Is  prohibited. 

•The  Port  Authority  of  New  York  and  New 
Jersey  has  filed  am  answer  In  snpport  of 
United’s  proposal,  and  Western  Air  Lines, 
Inc.  has  filed  an  answer  In  support  of  the 
complaints. 
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swers  thereto,  and  all  other  relevant 
matters,  the  Board  finds  tJiat  the  com¬ 
plaints  do  not  set  forth  sufficient  facts 
to  warrant  investigation  of  the  proposal, 
and  consequently  the  requests  for  sus¬ 
pension  will  be  denied  and  the  com¬ 
plaints  dismissed. 

The  fact  that  there  is  variation  in 
traffic  demand  from  market  to  market, 
whether  seasonal,  time-of-day,  direc¬ 
tional,  or  caused  by  other  factors,  seems 
to  us  to  call  for  a  discount-fare  approach 
more  responsive  to  these  elements  than 
are  the  other  plans  in  existence  today. 
Moreover,  there  is  little  question  tliat 
with  the  xmstable  current  and  prospec¬ 
tive  fuel  cost  situation,  the  carriers  must 
make  more  efficient  use  of  existing  air¬ 
craft  capacity,  and,  in  oiu*  view,  the  dis¬ 
count-fare  capacity  allocation  concept 
Involved  here  woxUd  aid  in  achievement 
of  this  objective. 

The  central  concept  involved  here  Is 
the  fiight-by-fiight  allocation  of  dis- 
co\mt-fare  capacity  (subject  to  a  35  per¬ 
cent  seat  maximum)  determined  by  indi¬ 
vidual  carriers  based  on  past  experience 
on  each  flight  and  their  judgment  of  how 
best  to  spread  discoimt-fare  passengers 
over  existing  fiights.  The  argiunent  is 
made  by  complainsCnts  that  the  35  per¬ 
cent  maximum  standard  Is  not  suffi¬ 
ciently  restrictive,  and  that  It  will  be  a 
brave  carrier  that  will  blackout  any 
fiight,  or  even  reduce  the  available  dis¬ 
count-fare  seats  below  the  maximum 
without  the  certain  knowledge  that  his 
competitor’s  fiight  at  the  same  period  is 
also  imavailable  for  excursion-fare  pas¬ 
sengers.  Implied  in  this  argmnent  is  the 
rationale  that  share-of-market  motiva¬ 
tions  will  override  all  other  considera¬ 
tions.  If  this  is  true,  it  is  unlikely  that 
any  manageable  discount-fare  sch^e 
could  be  devised  which  will  limit  the  car¬ 
riage  of  discoimt-fare  passengers  to  those 
times  and/or  to  those  seats  where  such 
traffic  is  of  the  greatest  economic  value. 
We  do  not  accept  the  premise  that  the 
carriers  will  act  irrationally  and  are  con¬ 
vinced  that  an  experiment  with  a  fare 
that  can  slot  passengers  to  fill  otherwise 
empty  seats  is  desirable  and  if  sensibly 
applied  can  go  a  long  way  toward  maxi¬ 
mizing  revenues  on  existing  fiights. 

It  is  also  oiu:  opinion  that  the  7-day 
minimum-stay  and  14-day  advance-pur¬ 
chase  provisions,  when  combined  with 
the  abiUty  to  limit  discount-fare  capac¬ 
ity  by  fii^t,  should  minimize  the  risk  of 
full-fare  diversion  in  short-haul  markets, 
if  the  carriers  apply  the  capacity -control 
concept  prudentiy  in  the  manner  in¬ 
tended.  The  Board  has  been  reluctant  to 
permit  carriers  to  apply  individual 
ro\md-trip  excursion  fares  in  short-haul 
markets  because  of  the  uncertainty  of 
the  generative  potential  of  such  fares  in 
short-haul  markets.  However,  we  believe 
that  the  instant  pn^x>sal  is  sufficiently 
controllable  to  permit  a  test  of  its  gener¬ 
ative  potential  in  short-haul  markets 
where,  for  the  most  part,  discoxmt  fares 
have  not  been  available  for  travel  for 
several  years,  and  a  significant  number 
of  seats  go  unused  today. 


Finally,  although  certainly  not  a  dis¬ 
positive  point,  we  welcome  United’s  pro- 
ix)sal  to  contribute  to  fare  simplification 
by  canceling  a  number  of  existing  promo¬ 
tional  fares  in  favor  of  the  capacity-con¬ 
trolled  excursion  fare. 

All  carriers  offering  the  fare  permitted 
herein  are  directed  to  maintain  a  record 
of  the  seats  made  available  by  fiight  for 
this  discount  fare.  Carriers  will  report 
and  specifically  isolate  traffic  and  revenue 
data  applicable  to  this  fare  in  their  dis¬ 
count-fare  submissions  pursuant  to 
Phase  5  CDPFI).  In  addition,  a  carrier 
publishing  this  fare  will  provide  traffic 
and  capacity  data,  by  equipment  type,  for 
its  top  two  city-pairs  (based  on  local 
O  &  D  passengers)  for  each  of  five  mile¬ 
age  blocks  in  the  form  set  forth  in  Appen¬ 
dix  A*  for  the  second  full  week  in  each 
month  beginning  in  February  1976  and 
ending  with  January  1977.  This  latter 
report  will  accompany  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  recurrent  discount-fare  report. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered  that: 

1.  The  complaints  in  Dockets  28232, 
28243,  28246,  28248,  28249,  and  28258  be 
and  hereby  are  dismissed;  and 

2.  Copies  of  this  order  be  served  upon 
American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Branlff  Airways. 
Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  North  Central 
Airlines.  Inc.,  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc., 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  United  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and 
The  Port  Authority  of  New  York  and 
New  Jersey. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

[seal!  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26113  FUed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

MARYLAND  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 
The  meeting  of  the  Maryland  State 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  United  States 
Commission  on  Civil  Rights,  originally 
scheduled  for  September  29-30,  1975  has 
been  changed.  The  meeting  will  be  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1975  at  the  same  place  and 
time,  but  the  meeting  for  the  30th  of 
September  has  been  cancelled. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September 
26.  1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee  Management 

Officer. 

[PR  Doc.75-26254  Filed  9-26-75:4:52  pm] 


*  Appendix  A  and  concurring  statement  of 
member  Timm  filed  as  part  of  the  original. 
West,  member,  concurs  in  the  views  expressed 
by  member  Timm. 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN  COTTON.  WOOL  AND  MAN-MADE 
FIBER  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS  PRODUCED 
OR  MANUFACTURED  IN  THE  REPUB¬ 
LIC  OF  KOREA 

Entrance  or  Withdrawal  From  Warehouse 
for  Consumption 

September  25,  1975. 

On  June  26,  1975,  the  United  States 
Government,  in  furtherance  of  the  ob¬ 
jectives  of,  and  imder  the  terms  of,  the 
Arrangement  Regarding  International 
Trade  in  Textiles,  done  at  Geneva  on 
December  20,  1973,  concluded  a  compre¬ 
hensive  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool,  and  Man- 
Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement  with  the 
Government  of  the  Republic  of  Korea 
concerning  exports  of  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textiles  over  a  three- 
year  period  beginning  on  October  1, 1974 
and  extending  through  September  30, 
1977.  Among  the  provisions  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  are  those  establishing  an  aggregate 
limit  for  ootton  textiles  and  cotton  tex¬ 
tile  products  in  Cat^ories  1-64,  wool 
texile  products  in  Categories  101-132,  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products  in 
Categories  200-243.  Within  the  aggregate 
limit,  the  following  group  limits  have 
been  established:  Group  I  (Categories 
1-38,  shoe  uppers  in  Cat^ory  63, 64, 200- 
213,  and  241-243) ;  Group  n  (Categories 
39-62,  CTategory  63,  except  shoe  uppers, 
and  214-240) ;  and  Group  m  (Cab^ries 
101-132) .  Within  the  aggregate  and  ap¬ 
plicable  group  limits,  specific  limits  have 
been  established  for  Categories  9/10, 
18/19  and  part  of  26  (printcloth) ,  22/23, 
26  (duck).  45/46/47,  48,  49,  50/51,  52. 120, 
219,  221,  222,  part  of  224  (men’s  and  boys’ 
suits).  228,  234,  235,  237,  and  238.  All 
other  categories  are  subject  to  consulta¬ 
tion  limits  within  the  aggregate  and  ap¬ 
plicable  group  limits. 

The  agreement  contains  provisions  for 
consultations  to  be  held  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  Korea  to  establish  levels 
for  those  categories  not  having  specific 
export  limitations  for  the  agreement 
year  beginning  on  October  1, 1975.  Inas¬ 
much  as  those  consultations  have  not  yet 
taken  place,  the  levels  set  forth  below 
for  Categories  39.  104,  121,  208,  210,  218, 
224  (other  than  men’s  and  boys’  suits) , 
and  229  are  the  same  as  those  which  ap¬ 
plied  in  the  previous  agreement  year. 
These  levels  wUl  be  adjusted,  as  needed, 
following  completion  of  consultations 
between  the  two  governments. 

Accordingly,  there  is  published  below 
a  letter  of  September  25,  1975  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  directing 
that  for  the  twelve-month  period  begin¬ 
ning  on  October  1,  1975  and  extending 
through  September  30,  1976,  entry  into 
the  United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  con¬ 
sumption  In  Categories  9/10,  18/19/26 
(printcloth),  22/23,  26  (duck),  39,  45/ 
46/47,  48.  49.  50/51,  52.  104,  120,  121,  208, 
210,  218,  219,  221,  222,  224,  228,  229,  234, 
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235,  237,  and  238  be  limited  to  the  desig¬ 
nated  levels.  This  letter  and  the  actions 
taken  pursuant  thereto  are  not  designed 
to  implement  all  of  the  provisions  of  the 
bilateral  agreement,  but  are  desigrned  to 
assist  only  in  the  implementation  of  cer¬ 
tain  of  its  provisions. 

Alan  Polanskt, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
and  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Resources  and  Trade  As¬ 
sistance,  VS.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

COMMISSIONEB  OF  CTTSTOMS, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  Under  the  terms 
of  the  Arrangement  Regarding  International 
Trade  In  Textiles,  done  at  Geneva  on  De¬ 
cember  20,  1973,  pursuant  to  the  Bilateral 
Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile 
Agreement  of  June  26,  1975,  between,  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  Korea,  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of 
March  3,  1972,  you  are  directed  to.  prohibit, 
effective  on  October  1,  1975  and  for  the 
twelve-month  period  extending  through 
September  30,  1976,  entry  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  cotton  textile 
products  in  Categories  9/10,  18/19  and  part 
of  26,  22/23,  part  of  26,  39,  45/46/47,  48,  49, 
50/51,  and  62;  wool  textUe  products  in  Cate¬ 
gories  104,  120.  and  121;  and  man-made  fiber 
textile  products  in  Categories  208,  210,  218, 
219,  221,  222,  224,  228,  229,  234,  235,  237,  and 
238  in  excess  of  the  follovrlng  levels  of 
restraint: 

12-mo. 
level  of 

Category  restraint 

9/10 _ square  yards 6, 166, 767 

18/19/26  (prlntcloth)  > _ do _  4, 904, 668 

22/23  . . do _  3,376,436 

26  (duck  fabric)  * _ do _  20, 565, 879 

39 - .dozen  pairs 265,555 

45/46/47-. .square  yards  equiva¬ 
lent  . - . . . —  3, 079, 030 


1 2-mo. 
level  of 

Category  restraint 

234  . . . do 3,662,292 

236  . do _  1.  356,  086 

237  _ numbers _  155,555 

238  _ dozen..  204,228 

^In  category  26  the  T.S.U.SA.  numbers  for 
prlntcloth  are; 


320...34 

326...34 

321. ..34 

327..-34 

322...34 

328...34 

48  _ _ dozen _ 

49  _ do _ 

60/51  (of  which  not  more  than 

96,723  dozen  shall  be  in  cate¬ 
gory  60  and  not  more  than 
129,563  shaU  be  in  category 

61)  - do _ 

62 _ do _ 

104 - square  yards _ 

120  _ numbers 

121  . do _ 

208  (of  which  not  more  than 

8,000,000  square  yards  shall  be 
in  T.8.U.8A.  Nos.  338.3036  and 

338.3036) _ square  yards..  13, 000, 000 

210 _ do _  1, 170, 000 

218  _ dozen 828, 736 

219  . .do -  3,887,654 

221 . do _  2, 667, 707 


21,033 
47,  812 


180, 625 
66,255 
1, 536, 169 
320,448 
192,000 


222  -  <io 

Pt.  2M"(omy  Trs.U.s!A.  Nos.  s'oo.- 

0420  and  380fil43) _ do _ 

Pt.  224  (only  T.8.U.S.A.  Nos.  380.- 

0402  and  380.8103) _ do _ 

Pt.  224  » _ pounds.. 

228  _ dozen.. 

229  . do _ 


960,281 

496,000 

43,956 
3, 867, 785 
«26,  777 
704, 875 


’  In  category  26  the  T.S.U.SA.  numbers  for 
duck  fabric  are: 

320.  _ 01  through  04, 06, 08 

321. — 01  through  04.  06,  08 

322.. . 01  through  04,  06,  08 

326.. .01  through  04, 06, 08 

327.. . 01  through  04.  06, 08 

328.. .01  through  04,  06,  08 

sAll  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers  in  category  224 
except  T.S.U.S.A.  Nos.  380.0420,  380.8143, 
380.0402,  and  380.8103. 

In  carrying  out  this  directive,  entries  of 
cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber  textile 
products  in  all  of  the  foregoing  categories, 
except  Category  229,  produced  in  the  Repub¬ 
lic  of  Korea  and  exported  to  the  United  States 
prior  to  October  1,  1975,  shall,  to  the  extent 
of  any  unfilled  balances,  be  charged  against 
the  levels  of  restraint  established  for  such 
goods  during  the  period  October  1,  1974 
through  September  30,  1975.  In  the  event 
that  the  levels  of  restraint  established  for 
that  twelve-month  period  have  been  ex¬ 
hausted  by  previous  entries,  such  goods  shall 
be  subject  to  the  levels  set  forth  in  this  let¬ 
ter.  Entries  of  man-made  fiber  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  in  Category  229  prior  to  October  1,  1975 
shall  not  be  subject  to  this  directive. 

Man-made  fiber  textile  products  in  Cate¬ 
gory  229  which  have  been  released  from  the 
custody  of  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  under 
the  provisions  of  19  U.S.C.  1448(b)  before  the 
effective  date  of  this  directive  shall  not  be 
denied  entry  under  this  directive. 

The  levels  of  restraint  set  forth  above  are 
subject  to  adjustment  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  bilateral  agreement  of  June  26, 
1975  between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Republic  of  Korea  which  pro¬ 
vide,  in  part,  that:  (1)  within  the  aggregate 
and  applicable  group  limits,  specific  levels  of 
restraint  within  Group  I  may  be  exceeded  by 
10  percent:  within  Group  n,  by  7  percent; 
and  within  Group  m,  by  5  percent;  (2)  these 
same  levels  may  be  increased  for  carryover 
and  carryforward  up  to  11  percent  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  category  limit;  (3)  consultation 
levels  may  be  increased  within  the  aggregate 
and  applicable  group  limits  upon  agreement 
between  the  two  governments;  and  (4)  ad¬ 
ministrative  arrangements  or  adjustments 
may  be  made  to  resolve  minor  problems  aris¬ 
ing  in  the  Implementation  of  the  agreement. 
Any  appropriate  adjustments  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  bilateral  agreement  referred  to 
above  will  be  made  to  you  by  letter. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  categories  in 
terms  of  T.S.U.SA.  numbers  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  3, 1976  (40 
F.R.  6010) . 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption  shall 
be  construed  to  include  entry  for  consump¬ 
tion  into  the  Ckimmonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Republic  of  Korea  and  with 
respect  to  imports  of  cotton,  wool  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  products  from  the  Repub¬ 
lic  of  Korea  have  been  determined  by  the 


Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affaire 
fxmctlons  of  the  United  States.  Therefore, 
the  directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms,  being  necessary  to  the  implementation 
of  such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of 
5  U.S.C.  653.  This  letter  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Alan  Polanskt, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
and  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Resources  and  Trade  Assistance. 
V.S.  Department  of<!ommerce. 

IFR  Doc.75-26076  Filed  9-29-76;8:46  amj 


CERTAIN  MANMADE  FIBER  TEXTILE 
PRODUCTS  PRODUCED' OR  MANUFAC¬ 
TURED  IN  THAILAND 

Entry  or  Withdrawal  From  Warehouse  for 
Consumption 

September  26, 1975. 

On  July  31,  1975,  the  United  States 
Government  requested  the  Government 
of  Thailand  to  enter  into  consultations 
under  Article  3  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Tex¬ 
tiles  done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 
1973,  concerning  exports  to  the  United 
Stat^  of  man-made  fiber  textile  products 
in  Categories  219  (shirts,  including 
blouses)  and  229  (woven  coats) ,  produced 
or  manufactured  in  Thailand.  Public 
notice  of  this  request  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  August  12,  1975 
(40,  F.R.  33853),  and  public  comment 
and/or  submission  of  additional  infor¬ 
mation  was  invited  by  September  10, 
1975. 

Since  no  solution  has  been  mutually 
agreed  upon,  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment,  in  furtherance  of  the  objectives  of. 
and  imder  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Tex¬ 
tiles  done  at  Geneva  on  December  20. 
1973,  including  Article  3,  is  establishing 
restraints  at  the  following  levels  for  the 
period  beginning  on  July  31, 1975  and  ex¬ 
tending  through  July  30, 1976; 

12-month 
level  of 

Category  restraint 

219 _ dozen..  869,901 

229  . .  do _  180,  369 

These  levels  of  restraint  do  not  apply 
to  man-made  fiber  textile  products  in 
Categories  219  and  229,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Thailand  and  exported 
to  the  United  States  prior  to  July  31. 1975. 

There  is  published  below  a  letter  of 
September  26,  1975  from  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  for  the  Implementatimi 
of  Textile  Agreements  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  directing  that,  effec¬ 
tive  on  September  30,  1975,  the  amoimts 
of  man-made  fiber  textile  products  in 
Categories  219  and  229,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Thailand,  which  may 
be  entered  or  withdrawn  from  wfurehouse 
for  consumption  in  the  United  States 
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during  the  twelve-month  period  begin¬ 
ning  on  July  31,  1975,  be  limited  to  the 
designated  levels. 

Alan  Polansky, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance. 
U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

Committee  fob  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

September  26,  1975. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  Under  the  terms 
of  the  Arrangement  Regarding  International 
Trade  in  Textiles  done  at  Geneva  on  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1973,  and  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of  March  3, 
1972,  you  are  directed  to  prohibit,  effective 
on  September  30,  1975  and  for  the  twelve- 
month  period  beginning  on  July  31,  1975 
and  extending  through  July  30,  1976,  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption, 
of  man-made  fiber  textile  products  In  Cate¬ 
gories  219  and  229,  produced  or  manufac¬ 
tured  In  Thailand,  In  excess  of  the  following 
levels  of  restraint: 


12-month 
level  of 

Category  restraint 

219 _ dozen 869,  901 

229  _  do _  180,369 


Entries  of  man-made  fiber  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  In  Categories  219  and  229,  produced  or 
manufactured  In  Thailand,  which  have  been 
exported  to  the  United  States  prior  to  July  31, 
1975,  shall  not  be  subject  to  this  directive. 

Man-made  fiber  textile  products  In  Cate¬ 
gories  219  and  229  which  have  been  released 
from  the  custody  of  the  U.S.  Customs  Serv¬ 
ice  under  the  provisions  of  19  UJS.C.  1448(b) 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  directive 
shall  not  be  denied  entry  under  this  directive. 

A  detailed  description  of  these  categories 
in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  February  3,  1975 
(40F.R.  5010). 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  en¬ 
try  Into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
shall  be  construed  to  Include  entry  for  con¬ 
sumption  Into  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Thailand  and  with  respect  to  Im¬ 
ports  of  man-made  fiber  textile  products 
from  Thailand  have  been  determined  by  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreements  to  Involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore,  the 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
being  necessary  to  the  Implementation  of 
such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of 
5  U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

AGGREGATION  OF  ACCOUNTS— 
CONTROLLED  OR  DISCRETIONARY 

Request  for  Comment 

The  Commodity  Futures  Trading  Com¬ 
mission  (“Commission”)  has  received 
petitions  and  inquiries  from  futures  com¬ 
mission  merchants  and  others  requesting 
that  the  Commission  establish  guidelines 
and  interpretations  (reversing  prior  in¬ 
terpretations)  concerning  aggregation  of 
certain  accoimts  for  purposes  of  report¬ 
ing  requirements  and  speculative  trad¬ 
ing  and  position  limits  under  the  Com¬ 
modity  Exchange  Act.  Due  to  the  general 
importance  of  these  issues,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  determined  to  seek  comment 
from  interested  persons.  Comments  will 
be  reviewed  by  the  Commission  in  its 
consideration  of  what  action,  if  any,  is 
necessary  or  appropriate. 

Background. — One  of  the  primary  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act, 

7  U.S.C.  §  1  ef  seg.,  (“Act”) ,  as  amended 
by  the  Commodity  Futures  Trading  Ccrni- 
mission  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  No.  93-463, 
(Oct.  23, 1974)  (“CPTX;  Act”) ,  is  to  main¬ 
tain  highly  competitive  futures  markets 
by  limiting  the  impact  of  large  trading  or 
positions.  The  Commission  is  authorized 
by  section  4a(l)  of  the  Act  to  establish 
speculative  trading  and  position  limits.' 
T^t  section  further  provides  that,  in 
determining  whether: 

.  .  .  any  person  has  exceeded  such  limits, 
the  positions  held  and  trading  done  by  any 
persons  directly  or  Indirectly  controlled  by 
such  person  shall  be  included  with  the  posi¬ 
tions  held  and  trading  done  by  such  person; 
and  further,  such  limits  upon  positions  and 
trading  shall  apply  to  positions  held  by,  and 
trading  done  by,  two  or  more  persons  acting 
pursuant  to  an  expressed  or  implied  agree¬ 
ment  or  understanding,  the  same  as  If  the 
positions  were  held  by,  or  the  trading  were 
done  by.  a  single  person.= 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  CFTC  Act, 
this  section  had  been  the  subject  of  in¬ 
terpretative  statements  issued  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Authority  (“CEA”).  One  interpretative 
statement.  Administrative  Determination 
229  (Oct.  14,  1971)  (“A.D.  229”),  con¬ 
cerned  “customer  trading  programs”  of 
futures  commission  merchants  and  stated 
that  these  programs  have  the  following 
elements; 

They  normally  require  the  customer  to 
sign  an  agreement  not  obtained  from  other 
customers  and  to  make  a  minimum  deposit 
in  excess  of  that  required  of  other  customers. 
Those  in  the  program  are  given  specific  ad¬ 
vice  or  recommendations  not  made  available 
to  other  customers  of  the  firm.  Although  par¬ 
ticipants  are  not  required  to  follow  specific 


recommendations,  the  programs  are  designed 
to  provide  best  results  when  such  recom¬ 
mendations  are  followed. 

A.D.  229  concluded  with  respect  to  cus¬ 
tomer  trading  programs  that: 

All  trades  and  positions  In  all  customers’ 
accounts  Included  In  a  trading  program  must 
be  combined  for  reporting  and  speculative 
limit  purposes.  Any  officer,  partner  or  em¬ 
ployee  of  a  futures  commission  merchant 
who  operates  a  customer  trading  program 
Is  acting  on  behalf  of  the  futures  commls- 
•slon  merchant. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  A.D.  229, 
futures  commission  merchants  were  in¬ 
formed  by  the  Administrator  that  sec¬ 
tion  4a(l)  of  the  Act  also  requires  ag¬ 
gregation  of  discretionary  accounts  for 
reporting  and  speculative  limit  purposes. 
Objection  has  been  made  to  the  deter¬ 
minations  of  the  Administrator. 

The  Commission  seeks  comment  on  all 
types  of  programs  which  are  presently 
operated  by  futures  commission  mer¬ 
chants,  tlieir  employees,  commodity 
trading  advisors,  commodity  pool  op¬ 
erators  or  others.  These  programs  may 
include  individual  customer  accounte 
over  which  futures  commission  mer¬ 
chants  or  their  employees  have  discre¬ 
tion  in  any  manner;  commodity  pools 
or  funds;  accounts  managed  by  com¬ 
modity  trading  advisors;  and  any  other 
program,  or  series  of  transactions,  in 
which  any  person  may  be  deemed  to  be 
acting  in  concert  with  another  person  or 
exercising  control  over  trading  or  posi¬ 
tions  of  anoUier  person  (.e.g.,  interlock¬ 
ing  directorates  or  joint  officers  of  firms 
conducting  transactions  in  commodity 
futures  or  common  partners,  common 
management  dr  common  advisors  for 
firms  conducting  commodity  futures 
transactions) . 

The  Commission  seeks  comment  in 
the  following  general-areas. 

1.  Should  the  Commission  establish 
any  guidelines  for  aggregation  under 
section  4a(l)  of  the  Act?  If  so,  what  fac¬ 
tors  should  be  considered  in  establishing 
such  guidelines?  What  should  be  the 
content  of  those  guidelines?  The  Com¬ 
mission  is  particularly  interested  in  in¬ 
formation  on  the  degree  of  control  being 
exercised  over  trading  or  positions  of  any 
person,  how  and  by  whom  that  control 
is  being  exercised  (whether  by  means 
of  a  trading  program  or  otherwise) ,  and 
under  what  circumstances. 

2.  Is  aggregation  appropriate  for  all 
forms  of  discretionary  customer  ac¬ 
counts  including  those  of  futures  com¬ 
mission  merchants  and  of  employees 
thereof,  and  of  others,  such  as  accounts 
over  which  commodity  trading  advisors, 
commodity  pool  operators  or  others  are 
in  a  position  to  exercise  control  or  dis¬ 
cretion?  If  not,  what  safeguards  should 


Alan  Polansky, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments,  and  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Resources  and  Trade 
Assistance,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

[FR  Doc.75-26144  Piled  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


^Trading  and  position  limits  for  certain 
commodities  have  been  established.  See  17 
CF.R.  i  150  (1975). 

>  In  this  connection  section  41  of  the  Act 
and  the  regulations  thereunder  require  the 
aggregation  of  certain -accounts  for  reporting 
purposes.  See  17  C.F.R.  §§  17-18  (1975). 


be  required  to  assure  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  section  4a(l)  ?  Is  a 
prima  facie  violation  of  section  4a(l) 
established  in  instances  where  the  specu¬ 
lative  limits  have  been  surpassed  and 
where  data  and  other  circumstances  in¬ 
dicate  that  a  common  trading  plan  is 
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being  followed  or  that  trades  have  been 
made  in  concert?  Should  there  be  a  pre¬ 
sumption  that  a  futmes  commission 
merchant,  commodity  trading  advisor  or 
other  person  controls  all  accounts  in 
which  discretion  to  trade  is  vested  in 
such  a  person?  How  could  such  a  pre¬ 
sumption  be  rebutted?  Is  a  “Chinese 
wall"  concept  (providing  for  separation 
of  fimctions  within  a  particular  firm) 
such  as  that  used  in  the  securities  in¬ 
dustry,  adaptable  to  the  commodity  fu¬ 
tures  indiistry  for  purposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  control?  If  the  concept  is  adaptable, 
the  Commission  requests  comment  upon 
the  factors  that  should  be  considered  in 
determining  if  there  is  separation  of  con¬ 
trol  in  fact  ie.g.,  location  of  a  firm’s  of¬ 
fices  and  representatives,  procedural 
guidelines  of  a  firm  for  trading  and 
management  of  accounts,  utilization  of 
common  computer  and  trading  facilities, 
utilization  of  common  research  and  the 
degree  of  independence  granted  to  indi¬ 
vidual  account  managers) . 

•  •  «  *  * 

The  foregoing  questions  are  not  in¬ 
tended,  in  any  way,  to  restrict  or  limit 
comment  to  the  issues  presented  herein. 
The  Commission  seeks  comment  in  any 
area  which  interested  persons  believe 
would  be  appropriate. 

In  connection  with  this  request  for 
comment,  the  Commission  will  independ¬ 
ently  Investigate  the  operations  of  fu¬ 
tures  commission  merchants  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  nature  of  control  being  exer¬ 
cised  over  accounts  maintained  by  these 
firms.  These  investigations  will  be  for  the 
purpose  of  gathering  information  to  as¬ 
sist  the  Commission  in  its  deliberations 
on  this  issue.  However,  if  information-^ 
obtained  in  these  investigations  reveals 
violations  of  the  Act,  those  violations  will 
be  prosecuted. 

«  «  *  *  * 

All  interested  persons  may  comment 
on  these  issues  by  submitting  comments 
in  written  form  to  the  Commodity  Fu¬ 
tures  Trading  Commission,  1120  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C. 
20036,  Attn:  CCU.  The  Commission  is 
especially  interested  in  comments  from 
futures  commission  merchants,  ex¬ 
changes,  traders,  dealers,  customers,  and 
other  Interested  persons.  Comments  must 
be  received  on  or  before  November  30, 
1975.  Copies  of  all  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  ofiOce  in  Washington,  D.C. 
In  addition,  interested  persons  may  re¬ 
quest  the  opportimity  to  express  their 
views  at  an  oral  hearing.  Should  the 
Commission  conclude  that  an  oral  pres¬ 
entation  will  be  of  value,  it  will,  by  sub¬ 
sequent  notice,  set  the  time  and  place  of 
that  hearing. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman,  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.76-26076  Piled  9-29-75;8:46  am] 


EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITY  COMMISSION 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission 

APPRENTICESHIP  INFORMATION 
REPORT  EEO-2 

Extension  of  Deadline  for  Filing  Report 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  dead¬ 
line  for  filing  the  1975  Apprenticeship 
Information  Report  EEO-2  required  by 
29  CFR  1602.15  is  extended  frcnn  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1975  to  April  30,  1976.  The 
period  during  which  statistics  for  report 
EEO-2  must  be  obtained  remains  un¬ 
changed. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  25th 
day  of  September  1975. 

Lowell  W.  Perry, 
Chairman,  Equal  Employment 

Opportunity  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.75-26207  Filed  9-29-76; 8: 45  am] 


ELEMENTARY-SECONDARY  STAFF 
INFORMATION  EEO-5 

Extension  of  Deadline  for  Filing  Report 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  deadline 
for  filing  the  1975  Elementary-Secondary 
Staff  Information  EEO-5  report  required 
by  29  CFR  1602.41  is  extended  from  No¬ 
vember  30, 1975  to  January  31,  1976.  The 
payroll  reporting  period  for  the  EEO-5 
report  remains  unchanged. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  25th 
day  of  September  1975. 

Lowell  W.  Perry, 
Chairman,  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.76-26210  Filed  9-29-75:8:46  am] 

HIGHER  EDUCATION  STAFF 
INFORMATION  EEO-6 

Extension  of  Deadline  for  Filing  Report 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  deadline 
for  filing  the  1975  Higher  Education  Staff 
Information  EEO-6  report  required  by 
29  CFR  1602.50  is  extended  from  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1975  to  February  28,  1976.  The 
payroll  reporting  period  for  the  EEO-6 
report  remains  unchanged. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  25th 
day  of  September  1975. 

Lowell  W.  Perry, 
Chairman,  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.76-26211  Piled  9-29-75;8;46  am] 


STATE  AND  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 
LOCAL  UNION  REPORT  EEO— 3 
Extension  of  Deadline  for  Filing  Report 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  dead¬ 
line  for  filing  the  1975  Local  Union  Re¬ 
port  EEO-3  required  by  29  CFR  1602.22 
is  extended  from  November  30,  1975  to 
April  30,  1976.  The  period  during  which 


statistics  for  report  EEO-3  must  be  ob¬ 
tained  remains  unchanged. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th 
day  of  September  1975. 

Lowell  W.  Perry, 
Chairman,  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.75-26208  PUed  9-20-75:8:46  am] 

STATE  AND  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 
INFORMATION  EEO-4 

Extension  of  Deadline  for  Filing  Report 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  dead¬ 
line  for  filing  the  1975  State  and  Local 
Government  Information  (EEO-4)  re¬ 
port  required  by  29  CFR  1602.32  is  ex¬ 
tended  from  September  30,  1975  to 
December  31,  1975.  The  payroll  report¬ 
ing  period  for  the  EEO-4  report  remains 
unchanged. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  25th 
day  of  September  1975, 

Lowell  W.  Perry, 
Chairman,  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission. 
[PR  Doc.76-26209  Piled  9-29-75;8:46  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP-50022A  (PRL  436-4)  ] 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit  to 
Use  Sodium  Cyanide  for  Coyote  Control 

On  July  28,  1975,  notice  was  given  (40 
FR  31656)  that  the  U.S.  Department  of 
the- Interior  (USDI)  had  applied  to  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
for  an  experimental  use  permit  to  use 
sodium  cyanide  for  coyote  control.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  this  application  requested  per¬ 
mission  to  use  a  sodium  cyanide  solution 
in  toxic  collars  to  be  placed  on  tethered 
lambs  in  an  effort  to  evaluate  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  collars  in  controlling  dep¬ 
redation  by  coyotes  that  are  preying  on 
sheep.  The  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
also  solicited  comments  from  interested 
parties. 

Two  comments  were  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  solicitation  of  views;  both 
were  from  national  nonprofit  organiza¬ 
tions.  One  of  the  commenters  objected  to 
the  issuance  of  this  permit  due  to  the 
fact  that  sheep  and  coyotes  would  be 
killed  in  what  the  commenters  consid¬ 
ered  an  inhumane  and,  in  some  States, 
illegal,  fashion.  The  other  commenter 
discussed  factors  such  as  safety  features 
of  the  plan  (labeling,  decontaminating 
and  disposing  of  the  collars,  alerting  the 
public  of  the  program  via  the  media,  etc.) 
and  suggested  that  data  be  obtained  on 
permeability  of  'sodium  cyanide  and 
polyvinylchloride  collar  material.  Both 
commenters’  observations  were  taken 
into  consideration  during  the  time  the 
decision  was  being  made  as  to  whether 
the  permit  should  be  Issued.  Some  of  the 
suggestions  regarding  safety  features 
were  Incorporated  as  part  of  the  permit 
program.  These  comments  are  available 
for  Inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Federal 
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Register  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  (WH-569),  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  EPA,  Room  E-401,  401  M  St., 
S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20460. 

After  due  deliberation  oi  the  iu>pUca- 
tion,  comments,  and  other  relevant  in¬ 
formation,  and  pursutmt  to  section  5  of 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (PEPRA),  as  amended 
(86  Stat.  973;  7  U.S.C.  136),  an  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  has  been  issued  to  the 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460.  Such  permit  is  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with,  and  subject  to,  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  40  CFH  Part  172;  P^  172  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Amtl  30, 1975  (40  FR  18780) ,  and  defines 
EPA  procedxu'es  with  respect  to  the  use 
of  pesticides  for  experimental  purposes. 

nils  experimental  use  permit  (No. 
6704-EUP-6)  allows  the  use  of  1,500 
liters  of  a  33%  sodium  cyanide  solution 
in  up  to  3,000  collars  to  be  placed  on 
tethered  lambs.  The  program  is  author¬ 
ized  only  in  the  States  of  Arizona,  Cali- 
forina,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming.  The  experimental  use  permit 
is  effective  from  September  2,  1975,  to 
September  2,  1976.  The  prc^am  is  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  direct  supervision 
of  the  Pish  and  Wildlife’  Service,  USDI. 
Test  sites  will  be  limited  to  those  areas 
where  coyote  predation  has  been  con¬ 
firmed;  no  more  than  five  collars  per 
damage  complaint  will  be  used.  Damage 
assessments  will  be  made  before  and 
diulng  tests  with  the  entire  area  ranged 
by  the  flock  searched  daily. 

Restrictions  have  been  placed  on  use  of 
the  device  in  the  geographical  ranges'  of 
rare  or  endangered  species,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Rare  and  Endangered  Spe¬ 
cies  Act.  TTie  device  has  also  been  re¬ 
stricted  from  use  in  National  Parks,  Mon¬ 
uments,  and  places  where  exc^essive  ex¬ 
posure  to  the  public  and  family  pets  is 
probable.  These  restrictions  will  protect 
the  users,  minimize  the  devices’  impact 
on  the  environment  and  allow  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  required  data. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permit  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Division 
(WH-567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  St.,  SW..  Washington.  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  inter¬ 
ested  persons  call  202/755-4851  before 
visiting  the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so 
that  the  appropriate  permit  may  be  made 
conveniently  available  for  review  pur¬ 
poses.  These  files  will  be  available  for 
in£3>ection  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Mon¬ 
day  throu^  Friday. 

Dated:  September  23,  1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

(PR  Doc.75-26988  Piled  9-29-75:8:46  am] 

(OPP-50038  (PEL  436-6)  ] 

MONSANTO  CO. 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  R(xlenticide 


Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 

7  U.S.C,  136) ,  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  has  been  issued  to  Monsanto  Com¬ 
pany,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63166.  Such  per¬ 
mit  is  in  accordance  with,  and  subject  to, 
the  provisions  of  40  CFR  Part  172;  Part 
172  was  publi^ed  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  April  30,  1975  (40  FR  18780), 
and  defines  Eff*A  procedures  with  respect 
to  the  use  of  pesticides  for  experimental 
purposes. 

This  experimental  use  permit  (No.  524- 
EUP-21)  allows  the  use  of  25,800  pounds 
of  the  herbicide  glyphosate  on  com,  cot¬ 
ton.  soybeans,  and  wheat  against  various 
annual  and  perennial  grasses  and  broad- 
leaf  weeds.  A  total  of  8,400  acres  is  in¬ 
volved;  the  program  is  authorized  in  the 
48  contiguous  States  and  Hawaii,  except 
Nevada  and  Rhode  Island.  The  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  is  effective  from  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1975,  to  September  16,  1976. 
Temporary  tolerances  have  been  estab¬ 
lished  for  residues  of  the  active  ingredi¬ 
ent  in  or  on  com,  soybeans,  and  wheat. 
All  cotton  treated  imder  the  permit  will 
be  destroyed  or  used  for  research  pur¬ 
poses  only. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review  the 
experimental  use  permit  are  referred  to 
Room  E-315,  Registration  Division  (WH- 
567)  ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  EPA, 
401  M  St.  S.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
It  is  suggested  that  such  interested  per¬ 
sons  call  202/755-4851  before  visiting  the 
EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the  ap¬ 
propriate  permit  may  be  made  conven¬ 
iently  available  for  review  purposes. 
These  flies  will  be  available  for  inspection 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Dated  September  23, 1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director. 

Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-25969  Piled  9-29-76;8:46  am] 


[OPP-50037  (PBL  436-6)  ] 

MINNESOTA  DEPARTMENT  OF  NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 

7  U.S.C.  136),  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  has  been  issued  to  the  Minnesota  De¬ 
partment  of  Natural  Resources,  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota  55155.  Such  permit  is  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with,  and  subject  to,  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  40  CFR  Part  172;  Part  172  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  30,  1975  (40  FR  18780) ,  and  defines 
EPA  procedures  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
pesticides  for  experimental  purposes. 

This  experimental  use  permit  (No. 
37622-EUP-l)  allows  the  use  of  1105  gal¬ 
lons  of  a  pisclclde  with  rotenone,  plper- 
onyl  butoxide,  other  cube  extractives,  and 
methylated  naphthalene  as  the  active  in¬ 
gredients,  in  Carls  Lake,  Scott  County, 
Minnesota.  A  total  of  150  acres  is  in¬ 
volved.  specifically  110  acres  of  lake  and 
40  acres  of  marsh;  the  program  is  au¬ 
thorized  only  in  Minnesota.  The  permit  Is 
being  issued  under  the  condition  that 
treated  fish  wiU  not  be  used  for  food  or 


feed.  The  experimental  use  permit  is  ef¬ 
fective  from  September  10,  1975,  to  Sep¬ 
tember  10, 1976. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permit  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315,  Registration  IMvision 
(WH-567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  St.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  interested 
persons  call  202/755-4851  before  visiting 
the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the 
appropriate  permit  may  be  made  con¬ 
veniently  available  for  review  purposes. 
These  files  will  be  available  for  inspection 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Dated  September  24, 1975. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 
Acting  Director. 
Registration  Division. 
[FR  Doc.75-26970  Piled  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

TASK  FORCE  ON  DEMONSTRATION  PROJ¬ 
ECTS  AS  A  COMMERCIALIZATION  IN¬ 
CENTIVE 

DeterminaCon  To  Establish 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (P.L.  92-463) ,  I  hereby  certify 
that  the  establishment'  of  a  Task  Force 
on  Demonstration  Projects  as  a  Commer¬ 
cialization  Incentive  as  hereinafter  iden¬ 
tified,  is  in  the  public  interest  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  performance  of  duties 
imposed  upon  the  Energy  Research  and 
Development  Administration  by  the 
Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974  and 
other  applicable  law.  This  determination 
follows  consultation  with  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB),  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  9(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  No.  A-63  (Revised) . 

1.  Name  of  Task  Force.  Task  Force  on 
Demonstration  Projects  as  a  Commer¬ 
cialization  Incentive, 

2.  Purpose.  To  advise  the  Energy  Re¬ 
search  and  Development  Administration 
on  methods  of  structuring  technical 
demonstrations  of  new  or  improved 
energy  systems  so  that  these  demonstra¬ 
tions  may  be  responsive  to  nontechnical 
as  well  as  technical  issues  which  are  vital 
in  the  ultimate  decision  to  proceed 
with  commercial  exploitation. 

3.  Effective  Date  of  Establishment  and 
Duration.  The  Task  Force  is  established, 
effective  15  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  and  after  filing  of  the  charter  with 
the  standing  committees  of  Congress 
having  legislative  jurisdiction  of  the  En¬ 
ergy  Research  and  Development  Admin¬ 
istration.  The  Task  Force’s  termination 
date  shall  be  June  30, 1976. 

4.  Membership.  The  membership  of  the 
Task  Force  shall  be  fairly  balanced  in 
terms  of  the  points'of  view  represented 
and  the  Task  Force’s  function.  Member¬ 
ship  will  include  representatives  from 
principal  interest  groups  involved  in 
commercialization  decisions  in  the  field 
of  energy:  the  developer,  the  investor, 
and  the  regulator.  There  will  be  no  dis- 
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crimintaion  <m  the  basis  of  race,  color, 
natkmal  oiifi^  religion,  or  sex. 

5.  Tatk  Force  Operation.  The  Task 
Force  will  operate  In  accordance  with 
inrovlslons  of  the  Feda:al  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (PJi.  92-463),  ERDA  policy 
and  procedures,  OMB  Circular  No.  A-63 
(Revised),  and  other  directives  and  in¬ 
structions  issued  in  implementatimi  of 
the  Act. 

Robert  C.  Seamans,  Jr. 

Administrator. 

IFB  1)00.76-26183  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  ami 


*  A  sixth  i^licatlon  tar  tegular  authority 
to  operate  the  faculties  of  WNJB,  Mewadt. 
New  Jersey,  that  of  WJJ JED.  Associates,  toe., 
was  dismissed  by  Order  of  the  Prodding 
Judge,  FCC  7&M-1211,  released  July  10,  1075. 
Consequently.  QUbert’s  request  for  various 
Issues  against  this  appUcant  Is  now  moot. 

*Also  before  the  Board  are  the  following 
related  pleadings:  (a)  supplement  and  errata 
to  petition  to  enlarge,  filed  May  27,  1975,  by 
OUbert;  (b)  <q>posltlon,  filed  June  26,  1975, 
by  Sound;  (c)  opposition,  filed  June  30, 1976, 
by  Community  Group;  (d)  opposition,  filed 
June  30, 1975,  by  Venture  m;  (e)  opposition, 
filed  July  1,  1975,  and  supplement  thereto 
filed  July  17,  1976,  by  Fidelity  Voices;  (f) 
Joint  opi^tloa,  filed  June  30,  1975,  by  Com¬ 
munity  Group  and  Venture  m;  (g)  partial 
opposition  and  comments,  filed  July  1.  1976, 
by  the  Broadcast  Bureau;  (h)  second  sup¬ 
plement  to  petition  to  enlarge,  filed  July  3, 
1976,  by  Gilbert;  (1)  opposition  to  sui^le- 
ment,  filed  July  9. 1975,  by  Sound;  (J)  opposi¬ 
tion  to  supplement,  filed  July  24,  1975,  by 
Venture  HI;  (k)  partial  opposition  to  sup¬ 
plement,  filed  July  25,  1976,  by  the  Broad- 
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(5)  the  termination  of  Rhett  Evers’ 
(assistant  vice-president,  a  director,  and 
0.1%  stockholder)  emplosnnent  at  a  ra¬ 
dio  station:  (6)  the  confirmation  of  the 
nomination  of  Harry  Hazdwood,  Jr.  (a 
director  and  10%  stockholder)  as  a  Judge 
of  the  Superior  Court  of  Essex  CH>unty, 
New  Jersey: '  the  failure  of  Benjamin  F. 
Jones  (a  director  and  6%  stockholder) 
to  be  re-elected  Commissioner  of  Parks 
and  Public  Property  of  Orange,  New  Jer¬ 
sey;  (8)  changes  in  the  address  and/or 
employment  of  two  directors,  one  hold¬ 
ing  a  0.5%  interest  in  the  applicant  and 
one  a  1.1%  interest;  (9)  two  Judgments 
against  Charles  E.  Young  (a  director  and 
10.2%  stockholder) ;  and  (10)  a  judg¬ 
ment  against  Constance  Washington  (a 
director  and  0.5%  stocldiolder)  and  a 
change  in  her  employment.*  Cfiting 
Brindlee  Broadcasting  Corp.,  46  PCC  2d 
721,  30  RR  2d  207  (1974) ,  and  Southern 
Broadcasting  Co.,  38  FCC  2d  461,  25  RR 
2d  1138  (1972),  for  the  proposition  that 
failure  to  report  changes  in  business  In¬ 
terests  and  employment  constitutes 
grounds  for  adding  a  section  1.65  Issue; 
J400  Corp.,  14  PCC  2d  281, 13  RR  2d  1178 
(1968) ,  and  Bertoick  Broadcasting  Corp., 
12  FCC  2d  175,  12  RR  2d  771  (1968),  for 
the  proposition  that  failure  to  report 
outstanding  unsatisfied  Judgments  like¬ 
wise  Justifies  addition  of  an  issue;  Voice 
of  Reason,  Inc.,  37  F(X)  2d  686,  25  RR  2d 
645  (1970),  and  Fred  Kaysbier,  34  PCC 
2d  788,  20  RR  2d  844  (1970),  for  the 
proposition  that  failure  to  report  civil 
actions  which  might  have  an  adverse  im¬ 
pact  on  the  applicant’s  financial  qualifi¬ 
cations  warrants  addition  of  a  Section 
1.65  issue;  and  Cosmopolitan  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  49  PCC  2d  934,  31  RR  2d  1651 
(1974),  and  Minshall  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc.,  10  F<X:  2d  647, 11  RR  2d  754  (1967) , 
for  the  proposition  that  numerous  fail¬ 
ures  to  report  may  indicate  a  pattern  of 
carelessness  and  irresponsibility,  Gilbert 
requests  the  addition  of  a  Section  1.65 
Issue  against  Community  Group.* 

7.  Both  Community  Group  and  the 
Bvireau  oppose  Gilbert’s  request.  None  of 
the  alleged  (xnlssions  regarding  the  busi¬ 
ness  interests  of  Community  Group’s 
principals  involves  a  matter  of  possible 
decisional  significance,  Uiey  contend,  and 
likewise,  they  continue,  none  of  the  im- 


*  Hazelwood’s  nomination  for  this  position 
was  reported  by  amendment  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  30,  1073. 

•  The  above  Usting  does  not  include  those 
aUegations  which  are  supported  only  by  pe¬ 
titioner’s  “information  and  belief.”  Qilbert 
Justifies  these  requests  by  claiming  that  the 
matters  raised  are  “peculiarly  within  the 
knowledge  of  persons  who  are  principals  in 
the  appUcations  involved.”  The  Bocud  can¬ 
not  accept  this  argument,  however,  since 
to  do  so  would  render  the  requirements  of 
Section  1.229(c)  totaUy  meaningless.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  all  such  requests  have  been  rejected. 

■  Gilbert  has  also  requested  Section  1.65 
issues  against  FideUty  Voices,  Sound  and 
Venture  in  and,  in  each  instance,  has  cited 
the  above  cases  In  support  of  its  request, 
^r  purposes  of  convenience,  the  Board  wlU 
not  repeat  these  citations,  or  the  Bureau’s 
response  thereto.  In  considering  the  other 
requests. 


reported  civil  actions  and  judgments 
could  have  an  adverse  Impact  on  the 
applicant’s  financial  qualifications,  as 
all  of  the  principals  Involved  purchased 
their  stock  mrlor  to  the  litigation  in 
question."  Hence,  they  assert,  the  in¬ 
stant  situation  can  be  distinguished  from 
the  cases  cited  by  Gilbert,  all  of  which 
concerned  failures  to  report  Important 
matters  of  clear  decisional  significance. 
Finally,  bpth  Community  Group  and  the 
Bureau  dilute  Gilbert’s  characteriza¬ 
tion  of  Community  Group’s  conduct  as 
representing  a  pattern  of  car^essness 
and  irresponsibility,  since  in  their  view, 
the  omissions  are  neither  sufBciently 
numerous  nor  Important  to  warrant  such 
a  description.  The  Board  agrees  with  this 
assessment.  While  Community  Group 
has  by  its  own  amission  failed  to  re¬ 
port  all  chaises  in  its  principals’  activi¬ 
ties,  most  of  the  unreport^  changes 
appear  to  be  of  very  minor  Importance, 
none  Involves  a  potential  matter  of  de¬ 
cisional  significance,  and  no  motive  to 
conceal  is  {^parent.  Furthermore,  we  do 
not  believe  they  indicate  a  serious  pat¬ 
tern  of  irresponsibility  on  Community 
Group’s  part.  Accordingly,  we  can  find  no 
basis  for  adding  the  requested  Section 
1.65  issue  and  will  deny  Gilbert’s  request. 

8.  Section  1.526  Issue.  According  to  the 
uncontroverted  affidavit  of  William  A. 
Franklin,  a  Gilbert  principal,  on  May  6, 
1975,  Community  Group’s  public  file  did 
not  contain  a  January  1973  amendment 
to  its  application,  which  amendment  pro¬ 
vided  the  following  information:  (1)  the 
election  of  a  new  officer  and  the  removal 
of  a  director,  (2)  a  new  table  listing  the 
business  and  employment  interests  of  its 
principals,  (3)  a  new  balance  sheet,  and 
(4)  material  completing  its  community 
survey  showing.  Both  Community  Group 
and  the  Bureau  would  dismiss  this  ad¬ 
mitted  violation  of  Section  1.526  as  being 
too  unimportant  to  require  an  issue,  and 
the  Board  agrees  with  their  position. 
Thus  we  note  that  none  of  the  material 
which  was  omitted  from  the  public  file 
has  been  shown  to  be  of  any  importance 
and  no  motive  for  these  omissions  other 
than  simple  inadvertence  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  or  demonstrated.  tTnder  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  we  do  not  believe  that  fur¬ 
ther  Inquiry  into  this  matter  woifid  be 
fruitful  and  we  will  therefore  not  add 
the  requested  issue.  See  Media.  Inc.,  22 
FCC  2d  875,  18  RR  2d  1175  (1970). 

9.  Irresponsibility  of  John  W.  Alex¬ 
ander  and  Frank  L.  Hubert.  Gilbert  con¬ 
tends  that  John  W.  Alexander  and 
Frank  L.  Hubert,  Venture  Ill’s  control¬ 
ling  stockholder,  acted  irresponsibly  in 
their  positions  as  trustees  of  WNJR 
Charities,  Inc.,  and  requests  an  issue  to 
determine  the  effects  thereof  on  the 
qualifications  of  their  respective  appli¬ 
cants.  Specifically,  Gilbert  asserts  that 
Alexander  and  Hubert  as  members  of  the 


w  Community  Group’s  claim  that  Charles 
E.  Young  was  unaware  of  the  judgments 
against  him  until  the  filing  of  the  Instant 
peUtlon  Is  not  supported  by  an  appropriate 
affidavit  from  Young  and  must  therefore  be 
rejected.  See  Section  1.229(c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 


board  of  directors  of  WNJR  Charities, 
Inc.  failed  to  dismiss  WNJR’s  general 
manager  in  spite  of  his  admitted  viola¬ 
tions  of  his  employment  contract;  voted 
to  demote  or  dismiss  the  four  WNJR  em¬ 
ployees  (all  of  them  principals  of  Gil¬ 
bert)  who  brought  these  violations  to  the 
board’s  attention;  refused  to  permit  one 
of  the  above  employees  to  present  her 
views  to  the  board;  called  a  special  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  board  without  notifying  Gil¬ 
bert’s  representative,  in  violation  of  the 
by-laws  of  the  partnership;^  and 
held  an  election  of  officers  in  which 
Gilbert’s  representative  was  removed 
as  president  and  chairman  of  the 
board,  again  in  violation  of  the  part¬ 
nership  agreement.  According  to  pe¬ 
titioner,  all  of  these  actions  were 
“taken  out  of  pure  vindictiveness,  re¬ 
crimination  and  other  [base!  motives’’ 
in  an  effort  to  improve  the  positions  of 
Community  Group  and  Venture  III  at 
the  expense  of  Gilbert  and,  thus,  “put  in 
question  the  responsibility  of  the  persons 
who  [sol  acted.’’  In  support  of  its  various 
allegations,  Gilbert  offers  two  affidavits 
from  Seymour  M.  Chase,  its  counsel  and 
designee  on  the  board  of  WNJR  Chari¬ 
ties,  Inc, 

10.  Community  Group,  Ventme  ni  and 
the  Bureau  all  oi^)06e  Gilbert’s  request. 
In  the  Bureau’s  opinion,  matters  involv¬ 
ing  alleged  violations  of  fiduciary  duties 
should  be  pleaded  Initially  before  a  local 
forum,  citing  Northeast  Oklahoma 
Broadcasting,  Inc.,  40  FCC  2d  543,  27  FR 
2d  144  (1973) ;  in  any  event,  the  Bureau 
maintains,  nohe  of  the  alleged  actions 
appear  to  constitute  abuses  of  discretion 
by  either  Alexander  or  Hubert.  Ctom- 
munity  Group  and  Venture  HI,  for  their 
part,  contend  that  the  decision  to  retain 
the  general  manager  was  purely  a  matter 
of  business  judgment,  that  the  decisions 
to  demote  or  dismiss  the  fom*  employees 
cited  by  Gilbert  were  based  solely  on  the 
quality  of  their  work  and  the  needs  of 
the  station,  that  the  refusal  to  permit 
one  employee  to  appear  before  the  board 
was  consistent  with  past  practice,  and 
that  the  special  board  meeting  and  the 
election  both  conformed  to  the  terms  of 
the  partnership  agreement.  Gilbert,  in 
reply,  disputes  the  second  of  these  con¬ 
tentions,  however.  ’The  decisions  to  dis¬ 
miss  and  demote  the  four  employees  were 
made  with  the  improper  Intention  of 
damaging  the  Gilbert  application,  it  as¬ 
serts,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  two 
of  the  four  were  given  no  reason  for  the 
actions  taken  against  them  and  a  third 
was  told  by  WNJR’s  general  manager 
that  the  time  had  come  when  he  (the 
general  manager)  had  to  punish  those 
who  had  harmed  him."  Moreover,  Gil¬ 
bert  argues.  New  Jersey  case  law  sup¬ 
ports  its  allegation  that  Alexander  and 
Hubert  breached  their  fiduciary  duties 
as  trustees  of  WNJR  Charities,  Inc.,  by 
failing  to  discharge  the  general  manager, 
and  for  this  reason,  it  concludes,  its  re- 


“  WNJR  Charities,  Inc.  Is  composed  of  rep¬ 
resentatives  from  Gilbert  Community  Group 
and  Venture  III. 

“These  contentions  are  supported  by  the 
affidavits  of  the  three  employees  concerned. 
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quest  for  a  character  issue  should  be 
granted" 

11.  The  Review  Board  win  not  add  the 
requested  issue.  Gilbert’s  aUegatlons  that 
Alexander  and  Hubert  violated  their  fi¬ 
duciary  duties  and  breached  the  WNJR 
Charities,  Inc.  partnership  agreement 
raise  questions  amceming  the  pn^r  in¬ 
terpretation  of  iocal  law  and  we  have 
consistently  declined  to  intervene  in  such 
matters  where  they  have  not  first  been 
presented  to  or  acted  upon  by  the  ap¬ 
propriate  local  forum.  See  Northeast 
Oklahoma  Broadcasting,  Inc.,  supra.  In 
addition,  petitioner  would  have  the  Com¬ 
mission  review  what  appears  to  be  pri¬ 
marily  a  matter  of  directorial  Judgment. 
As  for  Gilbert’s  other  contention — that 
Alexander  and  Hubert  “punished”  four 
WNJR  employees  because  they  criticised 
the  station’s  genersJ  manager — it  is  our 
view  that  this  charge  is  based  on  specu¬ 
lation  rather  than  on  specific  factual  al¬ 
legations  and  for  this  reason  must  be 
dismissed.  Ihus,  we  note  that  Gilbert’s 
primary  support  for  this  aspect  of  its  re¬ 
quest  is  the  affidavits  of  three  of  the  four 
enq>loyees  in  question,  each  one  setting 
forth  that  affiiant’s  opinion  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  he  ot  she  was  demoted  or  fired. 
In  fight  of  the  subjective  nature  of  this 
material,  we  cannot  accept  it  as  a  basis 
for  further  inq\iiry  into  ^is  matter  and 
we  will  therefore  deny  petitioner’s 
request. 

Fidelity  Voices,  Inc. 

12.  Sections  1.514  and  1.65  Issues:  Dis¬ 
missed  Applications.  By  Memorandum 
Opinicm  and  Order,  Sound  Radio,  Inc., 
45  FCC  2d  804,  29  RR  2d  950  (1974) ,  the 
Commission  approved  an  agreement 
providing  for  the  merger  of  Pidelltgr 
Voices,  Inc.,  CTommunity  Action  Radio 
Enterprises  (CARE) ,  The  Brown  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  (Brown)  and  Great¬ 
er  Newark  Broadcasters,  Inc.  (Broad¬ 
casters)  into  one  application,  that  of 
Fidelity  Voices,  and  the  dismissal  oi  the 
other  three  applications.  From  each  of 
the  four  applications  a  majority  of  the 
principals,  both  in  number  and  in  own¬ 
ership  interest,  Joined  the  merged  appli¬ 
cation,  Gilbert  asserts,  and  for  this  rea¬ 
son  it  contends,  any  questions  which 
might  have  been  raised  with  respect  to 
the  four  original  applications  may  now 
be  raised  with  re^>ect  to  the  merged  ap¬ 
plication.  According  to  petitioner,  the 
CARE,  Brown,  and  Broadcasters  appli¬ 
cations  were  not  complete  when  filed 
and  were  not  consistently  updated  as 
required  by  Sections  1.514  and  1.65  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Because,  Gil¬ 
bert  maintains,  each  principal  in  the 
merged  application  who  was  also  a  prin¬ 
cipal  in  one  of  tiie  above  three  aK>lica- 


“  The  motion  to  strike  Gilbert’s  reply  with 
respect  to  this  Issue  will  be  denied.  WhUe 
Community  Group  and  Venture  in  are  cor¬ 
rect  In  their  contention  tixat  the  affidavits 
submitted  with  the  reply  were  executed  be¬ 
fore  the  original  petition  to  enlarge  was  filed, 
these  affidavits  are  responsive  to  matters 
raised  In  the  opposition  an  dthus  cannot  be 
considered  new  material,  likewise,  Gilbert’s 
citation  of  New  Jersey  case  law  Is  responsive 
to  points  made  in  the  opposition  pleadings. 


tions  was  re^nsible  for  the  comi^ete- 
ness  and  accuracy  of  that  application 
from  the  time  it  was  filed  until  the  time 
it  was  dismissed,  and  because,  it  con¬ 
tinues,  any  failures  in  this  regard  offer 
some  indication  of  the  care  and  respon¬ 
sibility  which  these  persons  can  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  display  as  liomsees,  an  Inquiry 
into  the  completeness  and  accuracy  of 
the  CARE,  Brown  and  Broculcasters  ap¬ 
plications  is  relevant  to  the  instant  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  should  be  authorized  by  the 
Board. 

13.  Gilbert  concedes  that  its  argument 
is  a  “novel”  one,  an  assessment  with 
which  both  Fidelity  Voices  and  the  Bu¬ 
reau  agree.  Hie  latter  two  parties  dis¬ 
agree  with  Gilbert  in  all  other  respects, 
however,  since  in  their  view  any  Sections 
1.514  and  1.65  issues  which  might  have 
been  added  against  CAKE.  Brown,  or 
Broadcasters  became  moot  at  the  time 
these  applications  were  dismissed.  The 
Board  agrees  with  Fidelity  Voices  and 
the  Bureau  and  will  accordingly  deny 
Gilbert’s  request:  The  CARE,  Brown  and 
Broadcasters  applications  are  no  longer 
before  the  Commission  and,  for  this  rea¬ 
son,  we  believe,  their  completeness  and 
accuracy  have  no  rdevance  to  the  in¬ 
stant  proceeding.  Had  Gfibert  demon¬ 
strated  intentional  misrepresentations  or 
other  serious  misconduct  on  the  pmi;  of 
particular  persons  once  associated  with 
the  dismissed  applicants  and  now  asso¬ 
ciated  with  Fidelity  Voices,  we  would,  of 
course,  consider  an  appropriate  char¬ 
acter  issue  against  the  latter  applicant. 
But  petitioner  has  alleged  only  that  per¬ 
sons  now  associated  with  Fidelity  Voices 
may  have  violated  Sections  1.514  and  1.65 
in  their  capacity  as  principals  of  prior 
applicants  for  broadcast  licenses,  and. 
in  our  view,  such  allegations,  even  if  true, 
are  too  remote  from  the  instant  proceed¬ 
ing  to  warrant  further  inquiry. 

14.  Section  1.514  Issue:  Original  Appli¬ 
cation.  Gilbert  contends  that  the  original 
Fidelity  Voices  application  failed  to  dis¬ 
close  the  birth  date  of  one  principal  and 
the  dates  of  employment  of  several  others 
and  did  not  include  a  balance  sheet  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  application  form.  While 
petitioner’s  observations  are  accurate  the 
omissions  themselves  are  for  the  most 
part  trivial  in  nature  and  do  not,  in  our 
view.  Justify  addition  of  a  Rule  1.514 
issue.  See  Western  Teiewision  Co.,  supra. 

15.  Section  1.65  Issue:  Amended  Appli¬ 
cation.  According  to  Gilbert,  the  follow¬ 
ing  information  wsis  not  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  Fidelity  Voices  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  Section  1.65  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules:  "  (1)  that  Jsunes  Brown  (a  22.5% 
stock  subscriber  of  Fldefity  Voices)  is  the 
controlling  principal  of  J.  B.  Broadcast¬ 
ing,  Ltd.,  licensee  of  standard  broadcast 


M  OUbert  views  the  Fidelity  Voices  applica¬ 
tion,  as  amended  to  reflect  Its  mergw  with 
CARE,  Brown,  and  Broadcasters,  as  consti¬ 
tuting  an  essentially  new  application  and  for 
^Is  reason  requests  both  1 J14  and  1.65  Issues 
with  respect  to  the  amended  appUeatloii.  Our 
reading  at  the  CommisBtoa'a  Order  approving 
the  merger  convinoea  us  that  a  new  appllea- 
tion  was  not  created  at  that  time,  however, 
and  we  will  thus  treat  Gilbert's  request  as 
one  seeking  a  Section  1.65  Issue  only. 


Station  WJBE,  Knoxville,  Tennessee;  of 
J.  B.  Broadcasting  of  Baltimore,  Ltd.,  li- 
censee  of  standard  broa'dcast  Station 
WEBB,  Baltimore,  Maryland;  and  of  J.  B. 
Broadcasting  of  Augusta,  Ltd.,  licensee  of 
standard  broadcast  Station  WRDW,  Au¬ 
gusta,  Georgia;  (2)  that  A1  Gamer  (a 
2.5%  stock  subscriber)  is  a  vice-president 
and  10%  stockholder  of  J.  B.  Broadcast¬ 
ing  of  Baltimore,  Ltd.;  (3)  that  Charles 
A.  Stanziale,  Jr.  (secretary-treasurer,  a 
director  and  3.12%  stock  subscriber)  re¬ 
signed  as  a  Judge  of  Newark’s  Municipal 
Court,  discontinued  another  position  with 
the  city,  and  serves  as  a  director  of  a 
New  Hampshire  corporation;  (4)  that 
Everett  T.  Felder  (president,  a  director 
and  6.125%  stodc  subscriber)  owns  a 
small  interest  (10  of  2,000  proposed 
shares)  in  an  investment  company  and 
has  assumed  new  responsibilities  at  Sta¬ 
tion  WNJU-TV,  Newark;  (5)  that  three 
principals  have  changed  their  addresses; 
<6)  that  Edward  A.  Schober  (a  0.6% 
stock  subscriber)  has  hdd  various  unre¬ 
ported  positions,  including  some  in 
broadcasting;  (7)  that  one  principal  has 
died;  and  (8)  that  the  applicant  held 
Sections  in  which  its  existing  officers 
and  directors  were  re-elected. 

16.  The  Board  will  add  a  Section  1.65 
issue  against  Fidelity  Voices.  Though 
some  of  GUbert’s  allegations  can  be  dis¬ 
missed  as 'trivial  and  unimportant,  its 
undisputed  claim  that  the  applicant  did 
not  disclose  all  of  the  broadcast  holdings 
of  James  Brown  and  A1  Gamer  Involves 
a  matter  of  potential  decisional  signifi¬ 
cance  in  this  proceeding  and.  thus,  can¬ 
not  be  so  excused.  See  Brindlee  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp.,  supra;  MinshaU  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  supra.  We  will,  how¬ 
ever,  specify  the  issue  on  a  comparatt^ 
basis  only,  since  petitioner  has  offered 
no  evidence  sugg^ting  intentional  mis¬ 
conduct  on  Fidelity  Voices’  part  and  no 
motive  to  conceal  or  mislead  is  apparent 
from  the  pleadings." 

17.  Misrepresentation  Issue.  Turning  to 
Fidelity  Voices’  community  survey,  Gil¬ 
bert  alleges  that  the  handwriting  on  the 
survey  questionnaires  titled  “Community 
Leaders  Survey”  which  were  purportedly 
completed  by  Fidelity  Voices’  then-prin¬ 
cipal,  Angel  Rodriguez,  differs  so  radi- 
csdly  from  the  handwriting  on  the  ques¬ 
tionnaires  titled  “Community  Survey” 
which  were  also  purportedly  completed 
by  Rodriguez,  and  from  Rodriguez’s  idg- 
nature  on  a  stock  subscription  agreement 
submitted  with  the  original  Fidelity 
Voices  application,  that  an  inquliy  into 
possible  misrepresentation  on  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  part  is  necessary.  The  Board  must 
reject  this  cdlegation.  As  the  Biucau  cor¬ 
rectly  notes,  the  Primer"  does  not  re¬ 
quire  an  interviewer  to  personally  fill  out 
or  sign  his  interview  forms  and  Fidelity 


*  The  unverified  statement  of  former  coim-  , 
sel  to  Fidelity  Voices  that  he  inadvertently 
omitted  James  Brown’s  broadcast  Interests 
from  the  amended  application  does  not  omn- 
ply  with  the  requirements  of  Section  1JI29 
(c)  and  win  be  rejected. 

^Pritnh'  on  Ascertainment  of  Community 
Problems  by  Broadcast  Applicants,  27  FCC  3d 
660,  21  BB  2d  1507  (1971). 
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Voices  has  not  claimed  that  Rodriguez 
did  so  here.  The  important  consideration 
is  whether  Rodriguez,  in  fact,  conducted 
the  interviews  of  those  persons  on  whose 
questionnaires  his  name  appears,  and 
since  Gilbert  has  offered  no  specific  alle- 


standard  comparative  issue  and  the  lat¬ 
ter  on  the  grounds  that  the  Commission’s 
forfeiture  determinations  are  still  under 
dispute  and  may  be  tested  in  covurt.  The 
Board  is  of  the  view  that  addition  of  an 
issue  inquiring  into  the  violations  alleged 


that  Dawkins  knew  or  should  have 
known  that  his  allegations  were  untrue, 
the  Green  memorandum,  the  dismissal 
of  the  Community  Group  and  Venture 
m  representatives,  and  the  promotion  of 
the  four  Gilbert  principals  all  tend  to 


gations  of  fact  indicating  that  he  did 
not,  its  request  must  be  denied.” 

18.  Section  1.526  Issue.  Gilbert  alleges, 
and  Fidelity  Voices  does  not  dispute,  that 
in  March  and  May  of  1975,  Fidelity 
Voices’  public  file  was  not  located  at  the 
address  specified  In  its  application  and 
did  not  contain  several  items  including 
an  amendment  concerning  its  community 
survey  and  an  amendment  showing  its 
merger  with  CARE,  Brown  and  Broad¬ 
casters.  While  this  failure  on  Hdelity 
Voices’  part  to  maintain  a  complete  pub¬ 
lic  file  at  the  appropriate  location  does 
constitute  a  violation  of  Section  1.526, 
the  Board  considers  this  violation  too 
Insignificant  to  justify  the  addition  of  an 
Issue.  In  this  respect,  we  note  that  the 
correct  locaticm  of  the  public  file  was 
easily  ascertainable  at  the  address  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  application,  that  the  omitted 
Information  does  not  appear  to  be  of  ma¬ 
jor  Importance,  and  that  no  motive  to 
conceal  is  apparent.  See  Media,  Inc., 
supra.'* 

19.  Past  Rule  Violations  Issue.  Stations 
controlled  by  James  Brown  have  been 
subject  to  findings  of  rule  violations  by 
the  Commission,  Gilbert  argues,  making 
an  inquiry  into  Fidelity  Voices’  qualifica¬ 
tions  necessary  in  this  proceeding.’*  Spe¬ 
cifically,  petitioner  maintains:  (a)  that 
by  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
(FCC  73-643) ,  released  June  19. 1973,  the 
Commission  loosed  on  J.  B.  Broadcast¬ 
ing  of  Augusta,  Ltd.,  a  forfeiture  of  $300 
for  violation  of  Sections  73.111  and  73.112 
regarding  program  logs;  (b)  that  on 
March  25, 1975,  the  Commission  notified 
J.  B.  Broadcasting  of  Augusta,  Ltd.,  of  a 
forfeitvire  liability  of  $1,000  for  broad¬ 
casting  lottery  information  in  violation 
of  Title  13,  Section  1304,  of  the  United 
States  Code;  and  (c)  that  by  Memoran¬ 
dum  Opinion  and  Order  (FCC  74-1123) , 
released  October  25,  1974,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  imposed  upon  J.  B.  Broadcasting  of 
Baltimore,  Ltd.,  a  forfeiture  of  $10,000 
for  violations  of  various  technical  rules. 

20.  Both  the  Bureau  and  Fidelity 
Voices  oppose  Gilbert’s  request,  the  for¬ 
mer  on  the  grounds  that  past  broadcast 
experience  may  be  explored  under  the 

”Our  examination  of  the  original  ques¬ 
tionnaire  forms  leads  us  to  agree  with  the 
Bureau’s  suggestion  that  Rodriguez  may  have 
had  his  interviewees  fill  in  the  forms  them¬ 
selves  fmd  then  added  his  own  signature. 

Gilbert 's  request  for  a  Section  1.526  issue 
based  on  alleged  violations  of  this  section  by 
Station  WEBB  wiU  be  denied.  As  the  Bureau 
correctly  notes,  WEBB’s  license  is  not  pres¬ 
ently  before  the  Commission  and  its  compU- 
ance  with  Section  1.526  is  a  matter  too  remote' 
•  from  the  instant  proceeding  to  be  relevant 
here. 

»»  Gilbert  cites  WGOE,  Inc.,  43  PCC  2d  815, 
28  BB  2d  766  (1973);  Louis  Vander  Plate,  26 
FCC  2d  874,  20  BB  2d  798  (1970);  and  Du- 
Page  County  Broadcasting,  Inc.,  21  FCC  2d 
395,  18  BB  2d  321  (1970),  in  support  of  its 
request. 


in  the  forfeiture  Orders  is  neither  war¬ 
ranted  nor  necessary.  The  alleged  viola¬ 
tions  in  question  have  not  been  shown  to 
represent  a  pattern  of  willful  or  inten¬ 
tional  misconduct;  nor  has  it  been 
demonstrated  that  the  licensees  failed  to 
correct  the  violations  after  the  for¬ 
feitures  were  levied  against  them.  Thus, 
petitioner  has  not,  in  our  opinion,  estab¬ 
lished  that  the  alleged  violations  could 
affect  Fidelity  Voices’  basic  qualifica¬ 
tions.  However,  we  agree  with  the  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau  that  despite  the  pendency  of 
appeals,  evidence  of  the  conduct  under¬ 
lying  the  forfeiture  Orders  can  be  con¬ 
sidered  under  the  past  broadcast  record 
or  experience  criteria  of  the  standard 
comparative  issue  in  the  discretion  of  the 
presiding  officer.  Ct.  RKO  General,  Inc. 
iWOR-TV),  47  FCC  2d  824,  30  RR  2d 
955  (1974). 

Sound  Radio,  Inc. 

21.  Misrepresentation  Issue.  By  letter 
of  April  4,  1974,  counsel  for  Sound  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Cdhunission  a  letter  writ¬ 
ten  by  Edward  Dawkins,  Jr.,  an  employee 
of  Station  WNt^R  and  a  principal  of 
Sound.  In  this  letter,  Dawkins  claimed 
that  he  was  threatened  with  dismissal 
from  his  position  at  WNJR  by  principals 
of  Gilbert  who  were  attempting  to  elim¬ 
inate  aU  representatives  of  competing 
groups  from  the  station’s  staff  and  con¬ 
trol  the  station  themselves.  According  to 
Gilbert,  these  representations  were  “bla¬ 
tant  and  willful  falsehoods’’  which 
Dawkins  knew  or  had  reason  to  know 
were  untrue  at  the  time  he  made  them. 
In  view  of  the  gravity  of  this  matter, 
petitioner  asserts,  a  misrepresentation 
issue  against  Soimd  is  justified. 

22.  Sound,  In  opposition,  maintains 
that  Dawkins’  letter  was  motivated  by  a 
sincere  belief  that  his  allegations  were 
correct  and  offers,  as  evidence  of  Daw¬ 
kins’  sincerity,  a  copy  of  a  memorandum 
from  Charles  R.  Green — a  Gilbert  prin¬ 
cipal  and  the  operations  manager  of 
WNJR — to  Dawkins,  accusing  Dawkins 
of  being  “thick-headed”  and  “incompe¬ 
tent”  and  ending  with  the  sentence, 
“Itlhe  day  is  fast  approaching  when  you, 
among  others,  will  have  to  prove  that 
you  have  the  ability  to  hold  yom*  job.” 
In  addition,  Soimd  contends,  at  the  time 
the  Dawkins  letter  was  written,  one 
Community  Group  principal  and  one 
Venture  m  principal  had  recentb^  been 
dismissed  from  the  WNJR  staff  and  the 
four  Gilbert  principals  associated  with 
the  station  had  all  received  promotions. 
Given  these  circumstances,  Dawkins’ 
concern  about  his  own  employment 
status  and  about  the  future  plans  of  the 
four  Gilbert  principals  was  not  unreason¬ 
able,  Sound  asserts.  The  Bureau  also  op¬ 
poses  Gilbert’s  request,  since  it,  too,  be¬ 
lieves  that  Dawkins’  fears  were  ap- 
par^tly  not  unfounded. 

23.  The  Board  will  deny  Gilbert’s  re¬ 
quest.  Though  petitioner  has  contended 


support  a  contrary  conclusion,  i.e.,  that 
Dawkins’  concerns  were  sincere  and  not 
unreasonable.  Given  this  fact,  we  cannot 
conclude  that  Gilbert  has  substantiated 
its  charges  of  misrepresentation  and  we 
will  accordingly  not  authorize  a  furthp- 
inquiry  into  this  matter. 

24.  Character  Issue.  Citing  TV  9,  Inc. 

V.  FCC,  495  F.  2d  929,  161  U.S.  App.  D.C. 
349,  28  RR  2d  1115  (1973),  Gilbert  re¬ 
quests  an  inquiry  into  the  failure  of  W. 
Scott  <jK>nnan,  a  director  and  8.33% 
stockholder  of  Sound,  to  file  federal  in¬ 
come  tax  returns  for  the  years  1961-1972, 
and  the  effect  thereof  on  Sound’s  qualifi¬ 
cations  to  be  a  Commission  licensee.” 
Sound,  in  opposition,  does  not  deny  that 
Gorman  may  have  violated  Federal  law. 

It  does,  however,  dispute  petitioner’s  con¬ 
tention  that  this  conduct  justifies  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  a  character  issue  against  it.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  Sound,  in  TV  9,  Inc.,  supra, 
the  indicted  principal  had  served  as  gen¬ 
eral  counsel  to  the  applicant  and  had  ad¬ 
vised  it  on  editorial  and  programming 
matters  during  the  years  in  which  the  ap¬ 
plicant  actually  operated  a  broadcast 
station.  Gorman’s  participation  in  its 
activities  has  been  limited  to  attendance 
at  directors  and  stockholders  meetings, 
Sound  maintains,  and  for  this  reason,  it 
asserts,  the  factual  situation  in  TV  9,  Inc. 
is  easily  distinguishable  from  the  instant 
situation.” 

25.  The  Board  agrees  with  this  assess¬ 
ment  and  will  therefore  deny  petitioner’s 
request.  While  violations  of  law  on  the 
part  of  a  principal  to  an  application  may 
sometimes  justify  a  character  issue 
against  that  applicant,  we  do  not  believe 
that  such  is  the  case  here.  It  is  undis¬ 
puted  (1)  that  Gorman’s  alleged  miscon¬ 
duct  was  imknown  to  Sound’s  other  prin¬ 
cipals  at  the  time  its  application  was 
filed;  (2)  that  Soimd  took  steps  to  re¬ 
move  Gorman  as  a  principal  as  soon  as 
the  alleged  misconduct  was  revealed;  (3) 
that  Gorman’s  participation  in  the  Sound 
application  has  been  very  limited  in  na¬ 
ture;  (4)  that  Gorman’s  alleged  miscon¬ 
duct  did  not  involve  broadcasting  or  any 
application  before  the  Commission;  (5) 
that  the  alleged  misconduct,  so  far  as  the 
allegations  indicate  misconduct,  was  a 
misdemeanor;  and  (6)  that  no  criminal 
action  has  been  Instituted  against  Gor¬ 
man  by  appropriate  authorities.  Given 
these  considerations,  we  do  not  think  this 
situation  presents  the  issue  presented  in 
TV  9,  Inc.  and  we  fail  to  perceive  how 


**  Petitioner  also  alleges  that  Gorman  mis¬ 
appropriated  funds  while  serving  as  the  shop 
steward  for  a  local  xmion.  This  allegation  Is 
not  supported  by  the  affidavit  of  a  person  with 
personal  Imowledge  of  the  incident  In  ques¬ 
tion,  however,  and  wUl  therefore  be  rejected. 
See  Section  1.229(c). 

n  Sound  further  notes  that  Gorman  has 
resigned  from  Its  application,  but  acknowl¬ 
edges  that  this  fact  does  not  moot  Gilbert’s 
request. 
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Gorman’s  activities  could  have  a  sub¬ 
stantial  impact  on  Sound’s  qualifications. 
Accordingly,  we  will  deny  Gilbert’s  re¬ 
quest.  See  Chapman  Radio  and  Television 
Co..  47  PCC  2d  775,  30  RR  2d  1089 
(1974).“ 

26.  Section  1.526  /ssue.  In  support  of  its 
request  for  a  Section  1.526  issue  against 
Sound,  Gilbert  submits  the  affidavit  of 
one  Larrie  W.  Stalks  who  states  that  he 
was  unable  to  find  the  offices  of  Soimd  or 
persons  he  understood  to  be  its  principals 
at  the  address  specified  in  its  applica¬ 
tion.  Sound,  in  oi^sition,  concedes  that 
its  public  file  was  not  available  at  the 
specified  location  for  a  period  of  two 
years  but  urges  that  it  be  excused  for  this 
failure  to  comply  with  Section  1.526  be¬ 
cause  it  acted  inadvertently  and  has  now 
corrected  its  mistake.  While  the  Board 
cannot  dismiss  a  missing  public  file  as  a 
minor  or  unimportant  matter,  we  do  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  factors  cited  by  Sound 
mandate  that  we  add  a  Section  1.526  is¬ 
sue  against  it  on  a  comparative  basis 
only.  See  Robert  Cowan  Wagner,  38  PCX? 
2d  1187,  26  RR  2d  429  (1973). 

27.  Section  1.65  Issue.  Gilbert  alleges 
that  Sound  ha;;  violated  Section  1.65  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  by  failing  to  re¬ 
port  the  following  information  concern¬ 
ing  its  principals:  (1)  one  business  in¬ 
terest  of  Dionne  Warwls  Elliott  (vice- 
president,  a  director  and  8.33%  stock  sub¬ 
scriber  in  Sound) ;  (2)  the  marriage  and 
change  in  residence  of  Geraldine  E.  War¬ 
rick  (president  and  8.33%  stock  sub¬ 
scriber)  and  her  husband’s  position  as 
producer  and  host  of  a  radio  program; 
(3)  the  broadcsist  experience  of  Harold 
R.  Sims  (vice-president  and  a  director) 
during  his  high  school  years;  (4)  a 
change  in  the  employment  of  Benjamin 
Hickman  Wright,  Sr.  (vice-president,  a 
director,  and  8.33%  stock  subscriber); 
(5)  all  of  the  business  and  broadcast  in¬ 
terests  of  Jerome  H.  Berenzweig  (vice- 
president,  assistant  secretary,  a  director 
and  8.33%  stock  subscriber) ;  (6)  all  of 
the  business  interests  of  Stanley  R.  Som¬ 
mer  (treasurer,  a  director  and  8.33% 
stock  subscriber)  and  the  precise  nature 
of  his  commitment  to  the  proposed  sta¬ 
tion;  (7)  the  position  of  Dr.  Oscar  Sis- 
trunk,  Jr.  (a  director  and  8.33%  stock 
subscriber)  as  a  director  and  stockholder 
of  a  New  Jersey  bank;  and  (8)  all  of  the 
business  activities  of  Daniel  E.  Robinson 
(vice-president,  a  director,  and  8.33% 
stock  subscriber) . 

Both  Sound  and  the  Bureau  opjx>se 
Gilbert’s  request.  The  precise  nature  of 
Stanley  R.  Sommer’s  commitment  to  the 
proposed  station  was  reported  to  the 


^  We  would  note  in  this  connection  that 
petitioner  has  offered  no  evidence  Indicating 
that  Gorman’s  conduct  involved  willful  or 
deliberate  violations  of  law  or  that  it  other¬ 
wise  had  any  relationship  to  Sound’s  abUlty 
to  operate  a  broadcast  station  in  the  public 
interest.  Hence,  even  if  we  held  Sound  re¬ 
sponsible  for  cjorman’s  activities,  we  could 
not  add  a  character  issue  aglnst  the  applicant 
because  of  them.  See  Report  on  Uniform 
Policy  as  to  Violation  by  Applicants  of  Laws 
of  the  United  States.  42  PCX)  2d  399,  1  BiR 
Part  3  91:495  (1951). 


Commission,  they  contend,”  and  all  of 
the  other  matters  raised  by  petitioner 
are  of  little  Importcmce  and  no  decisional 
significance.  ’The  Board  agrees  with  this 
contention  and  will  accordingly  not  add 
a  Section  1.65  issue  against  Soimd. 

28.  Suburban  Issue.  According  to  Gil¬ 
bert  Sound’s  survey  of  members  of  the 
general  public  was  conducted  by  the 
Golden  Age  Project,  a  Newark  senior  citi¬ 
zen  group  which  has  not  been  shown  to 
qualify  as  a  professicxial  survey  organi¬ 
zation  under  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Primer,  supra.  Further,  pe¬ 
titioner,  urges,  the  methodology  used  to 
select  the  persons  included  in  this  sur¬ 
vey  has  not  been  specified  in  the  applica¬ 
tion,  making  it  impossible  to  determine 
whether  the  sample  was  in  fact  a  randimi 
one.  Given  these  defects  in  Sound’s 
Suburban  showing,  Gilbert  concludes,  an 
issue  inquiring  into  its  efforts  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  needs  and  probl«ns  of  its  pro¬ 
posed  service  area  is  necessary. 

29.  'The  Board  will  grant  Gilbert’s  re¬ 
quest.  In  response  to  petitioner’s  original 
allegations,  Sound  has  offered  only  the 
affidavit  of  Ms.  Sidni  Jacobs,  its  secre¬ 
tary,  who  states  that  it  is  her  “recollec¬ 
tion”  that  the  (jtolden  Age  Project  has 
done  survey  work  in  the  past  and  that 
although  she  doesn’t  recall  “the  exact 
specifics”,  it  is  also  her  “recollection” 
that  the  interviewers  selected  the  persons 
to  be  interviewed  from  the  Newark  tele¬ 
phone  directory.**  As  petitioner  rightly 
points  out  in  its  reply,  these  vague  and 
inconclusive  statements  do  not  consti¬ 
tute  a  persuasive  showing  that  the  Gold¬ 
en  Age  Project  is  a  professional  research 
service  as  required  by  the  Primer,  supra. 
Q.  &  A.  11(b),  or  that  the  persons  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  general  public  survey  were 
selected  in  a  maimer  designed  to  produce 

■  a  random  sample  of  the  population  as 
required  by  the  Primer,  supra,  Q.  &  A. 
13(b).*  Accordingly,  we  agree  with  Gil- 


“On  December  3,  1973,  Soimd  reported  to 
the  Commission  that  Stanley  R.  Sommer 
would  devote  20  hours  weekly  to  the  proposed 
station  during  Its  first  year  of  operation.  In 
a  later  amendment  filed  August  16,  1974, 
Sound  changed  Its  description  of  Sommer’s 
duties  to  read  “full  time".  While  conceding 
that  the  latter  amendment  was  “perhaps  .  .  . 
Inartfully  worded",  Sound  maintains  that  It 
was  not  Intended  to  change  the  “first  year” 
portion  of  Sommer’s  commitment.  The  Board 
also  considers  the  wording  of  the  second 
amendment  “inartful”,  but  can  find  no  basis 
therein  for  concluding  that  Sound  either 
failed  to  report  relevant  information  or  at¬ 
tempted  to  misrepresent  Sommer’s  Inten¬ 
tions. 

^  Attached  to  Ms.  Jacobs*  affidavit  is  a  let¬ 
ter  from  the  administrative  assistant  of  the 
Golden  Age  Project  describing  the  group’s 
work.  This  letter  has  not  been  notarized, 
however,  and  thus  cannot  be  considered  in 
our  disposition  of  this  request. 

“We  would  note,  in  this  regard,  that 
Sound’s  Suburban  showing  does  not  provide 
any  information  as  to  the  race,  sex,  age,  or 
geographical  distribution  of  the  persons  con¬ 
tacted  for  its  survey  of  the  general  public. 
Consequently,  we  cannot  determine  whether 
or  not  these  persons  reflect  the  general  p<9- 
ulatlon  of  the  Newark  area  and  cannot  fault 
Gilbert  for  falling  to  make  such  a  showing 
In  Its  petition.  C<»npare  Ken  Stephens,  53 
FCC  383,  — RR  2d  —  (1975). 


bert’s  contention  tiiat  a  further  inquiry 
into  this  matter  is  warranted,  and  will 
add  a  limited  issue  for  this  purpose. 

Venture  m  C<»poration 

30.  Sections  1.514  and  1.65  issues.  On 
the  basis  of  over  fourteen  alleged  viola¬ 
tions  of  Section  1.514  and  over  thirty 
alleged  violations  of  Section  1.65,  Gilbert 
requests  the  addition  of  Sections  1.514 
and  1.65  Issues  against  Venture  IH.  While 
some  of  the  alleged  violations  involve  in¬ 
formation  of  minimal  importance,  others 
involve  matters  which  could  assume  de¬ 
cisional  significance  in  the  instant  pro¬ 
ceeding  and,  fiN-  this  reason,  the  Board 
will  grant  Gilbert’s  request.  Thus,  we 
note  that  Venture  HI  has  apparently 
failed  to  report  five  unsatisfi^  judg¬ 
ments  against  Edward  L.  Strawther,  its 
president  and  0.8%  stockholder,  which 
judgments  might  well  raise  questions 
concerning  Strawther’s  character  and 
reliability,  if  not  his  ability  to  meet  his 
financial  obligations  to  the  tqiplicant;  ** 
it  has  also  apparently  failed  to  report 
three  suits  toteding  $486,000  against  it  or 
its  parent  company,  Hubert  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  as  well  as  four  suits  totaling  over 
$14,000  against  Frank  L.  Hubert,  all  of 
which  legal  actions  could  affect  its  abil¬ 
ity  to  finance  its  proposal,  see  Voice  of 
Reason,  supra,  and  Fred  Kaysbier, 
supra:  ”  and  it  has  further  apparently 
failed  to  advise  the  Commission  of 
changes  in  its  officers  and  directors,  see 
Pacifica  Foundation.  41  PC?C  2d  71,  27 
RR  2d  1031  (1973) .  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  further  inquiry  into  Venture 
IH’s  compliance  with  Sections  1.514  and 
1.65  is  clearly  necessary. 

31.  Suburban  Issue.  In  its  application. 
Venture  HI  states  that  its  survey  of  the 
general  public  was  conducted  by  Albert 
Black,  doing  business  as  Garden  State 
Consultants,  “a  market  research  organi¬ 
zation  in  the  Newark,  New  Jersey  area”, 
and  consisted  of  interviews  with  254  per¬ 
sons  conducted  “either  at  the  homes  of 
the  individuals  or  at  such  gathering 
places  as  churches,  supermarkets,  or  like 
public  gatherings.”  Gilbert  maintains 
that  the  above  information  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  establish  Garden  States  Con¬ 
sultants  as  a  professional  survey  organi¬ 
zation  within  the  meaning  of  the  Primer, 
supra,  or  to  establish  Venture  Hi’s  sur¬ 
vey  as  the  true  random  sample  required 
by  the  Primer,  supra,  and,  on  these 
grounds,  requests  a  Suburban  issue 
against  Venture  HI. 

32.  The  Board  will  deny  the  first  part 
of  Gilbert’s  request,  but  grant  the  sec¬ 
ond.  Venture  HI,  in  its  application,  iden¬ 
tifies  Garden  State  Consultants  as  a  pro¬ 
fessional  survey  organization  and,  in  the 
absence  of  specific  allegations  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  we  can  see  no  basis  for  further 
inquiry  into  Garden  State’s  professional 


**  Venture  in  claims  that  Strawther  satis¬ 
fied  some  of  these  judgments  prior  to  the 
filing  of  Its  application;  It  has  not,  however, 
provided  an  affidavit  to  this  effect  from 
Stravrther  as  required  by  Section  1.228(c). 

“  In  Its  designation  Order  the  Commission 
specified  a  financial  Issue  against  Venture 
ni. 
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qualifications*  Ventiu'e  IH’s  description 
of  its  survey  techniques,  in  contrast, 
leaves  many  questions  imanswered. 
While  the  applicant  claims  to  have  con¬ 
tacted  persons  at  their  homes  or  at  pub¬ 
lic  places,  it  has  neither  represented  that 
tliese  places  were  selected  to  achieve  a 
random  sample  of  its  proposed  service 
area  nor  demonstrated  that  such  a  sam¬ 
ple  was,  in  fact,  obtained.  Compare  Ken 
Stephens,  supra.  In  our  view,  this  de¬ 
ficiency  requires  further  exploration  un¬ 
der  an  aijpropriate  issue, 

33.  Status  of  Hubert  Enterprises  Issue. 
Petitioner  alleges  that  Hubert  Enter¬ 
prises.  Inc.,  the  60%  stockholder  of  Ven¬ 
ture  m,  has  not  filed  its  New  Jersey 
Corporation  Business  Tax  Rettims  for 
the  years  1971-1973,  is  cmrently  on  a  de¬ 
linquent  register  for  this  reason,  and 
could  be  liable  to  injunction  proceedings 
by  the  State  Attorney  General  restrain¬ 
ing  it  ff (un  transacting  any  business  if  it 
continues  to  be  delinquent  in  this  regard. 

It  is  petitioner’s  contention  that  the 
above  facts  warrant  the  addition  of  a 
specific  issue  addressed  to  Hubert  Enter¬ 
prises’  tax  i»roblems:  The  Board,  how¬ 
ever,  can  see  no  merit  in  this  position. 
Hubert  Enterprises’  tax  status  is  im- 
doubtedly  relevant  to  the  question  of 
Venture  in’s  financial  qualifications,  but 
the  financial  issue  already  specified  in 
this  proceeding  is  broad  enough  to  en¬ 
compass  this  matter  without  resort  to 
an  additional  issue.  likewise.  Venture 
ni’s  failure  to  notify  the  Commission  of 
Hubert  Enterprises’  dealings  with  the 
State  Department  of  the  Treasury  might 
justify  a  Section  1.514  or  1.65  issue 
against  the  aiH>licant,  had  siich  an  issue 
not  already  bwn  added  herein.  Gilbert 
appears  to  question  Hubert  Enterprises’ 
ability  to  conduct  business  in  light  of  the 
possibility  of  an  injunction  proceeding 
against  it,  but  this  possibility  is,  in  our 
view,  larg^y  a  matter  of  ^leculatlon  and 
surmise.  And,  Gilbert’s  allegation  that 
Hubert  Enterprises’  failure  to  file  State 
tax  returns  requires  the  specification  of 
a  character  issue  against  Venture  m 
must  also  be  rejected,  we  believe,  in  light 
of  petitioner’s  failure  to  demonstrate 
that  the  conduct  in  question  might  affect 
Venture  HTs  ability  to  operate  a  broad¬ 
cast  station  in  the  paibiic  interest.  Cf. 
Report  on  Uniform  Policy  as  to  Violation 
by  Applicants  of  Laws  of  the  United 
States,  supra.  In  summary,  we  find  no 
basis  for  an  additional  issue  premised  on 
the  failure  of  Hubert  Enterprises  to  file 
certain  State  tax  returns  and  will  there¬ 
fore  deny  petitioner’s  request. 

34.  Character  Issue.  In  support  of  its 
requested  character  issue.  Gilbert 
charges  that  Frank  L.  Hubert,  in  his  ca¬ 
pacity  as  an  officer  and  director  of  WNJR 
Charities,  Inc.,  obtained  personal  enrich¬ 
ment  from  WNJR  without  the  knowledge 
and  permission  of  the  remaining  officers 
and  directors,  thereby  violating  his  fidu¬ 
ciary  re^Dsiblltties  at  a  trustee  of  the 
station  and  breaching  the  contract 
establishing  the  interim  operatitm.  Pe- 


*  In  contrast,  the  Sound  application  Iden¬ 
tifies  the  Golden  Age  Project  as  “a  senior 
citizen  group."  See  paragraphs  28-29,  infra. 


titioner’s  allegations  raise  questions  con¬ 
cerning  the  proper  interpretation  of  fidu¬ 
ciary  responsibilities  and  contract  pro¬ 
visions,  and,  as  we  have  noted  elsewhere 
in  this  Memorandiun  Opinion  and  Order, 
such  questions  should  ordinarily  be  ad¬ 
dressed  in  the  first  instance  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  local  forum  rather  than  to  the 
Commission.  See  paragraph  11,  supra. 
-No  reasons  for  adopting  a  different  ap¬ 
proach  here  have  been  put  forward  by 
Gilbert,  and  we  will  accordingly  deny  its 
request. 

35.  Section  1.526  Issue.  In  an  affidavit 
accompanying  Gilbert’s  petition,  Charles 
R.  Green,  an  officer,  director  and  stock¬ 
holder  of  Gilbert,  states  that  on  March 
4, 1975,  he  asked  to  see  Venture  Hi’s  pub¬ 
lic  file  at  the  office  where  it  was  located 
but  was  told  at  first  that  the  file  was 
being  transferred  elsewhere.  Approxi¬ 
mately  four  minutes  later  the  file  was 
produced  for  his  inspection.  Green  con¬ 
tinues,  and  upon  subsequent  examina¬ 
tion  he  found  the  file  to  be  incomplete 
in  several  respects.  Of  particular  im¬ 
portance  in  this  regard,  Gilbert  main¬ 
tains,  is  that  the  file  did  not  contain 
the  map  showing  a  modified  nighttime 
contour  contained  in  a  September  18, 
1972  amendment  to  the  Venture  IH  ap¬ 
plication. 

36.  Both  Venture  in  and  the  Bureau 
oppose  Gilbert’s  request.  Green  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  examine  the  public  file  minutes 
after  he  asked  permission  to  do  so,  they 
assert,  and  all  of  the  inforination  which 
he  foimd  to  be  missing  from  the  file  was 
of  very  minimal  Importance.  Specifically, 
they  contend,  a  map  similar  to  the  one 
contained  in  the  September  18,  1972 
amendment  was  Included  in  a  December 
12,  1972  amendment  to  the  Venture  ni 
application,  and  for  this  reason,  they 
argue,  the  omission  of  the  former  map 
did  not  render  the  public  file  incomplete 
or  inaccurate  in  any  significant  respect. 
The  Board  agrees  that  a  Section  1.526 
issue  against  Venture  in  is  not  war¬ 
ranted.  While  the  applicant  has  admit¬ 
tedly  violated  this  section  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules,  none  of  the  material 
which  it  omitted  from  its  public  file  has 
been  shown  to  be  of  any  importance  and 
no  motivation  for  these  omissions  other 
than  simple  inadvertence  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  or  demonstrated.  Under  these 
circumstances,  we  do  not  believe  that 
fiurther  inquiry  into  this  matter  would 
be  fruitful  and  we  will  therefore  not  add 
the  requested  Issue.  See  Media,  Inc., 
supra. 

37.  ACCORDINGLY,  IT  IS  ORDERED. 
That  the  motion  to  strike,  filed  August 
14,  1975,  by  Community  Group  for  North 
Jersey  Raffio,  Inc,  and  Venture  HI  Cor¬ 
poration,  IS  DENIED;  and 

38.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 
the  petition  to  enlarge  Issues,  filed  May 
13, 1975,  by  Gilbert  Broadcasting  Corpo¬ 
ration,  IS  GRANTED  to  the  extent  Inffi- 
cated  herein,  and  IS  DENIED  in  all  other 
respects;  and 

39.  ms  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 
the  issues  in  this  proceeding  ARE  EN¬ 
LARGED  to  include  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  Sound  Radio. 
Inc.,  has  failed  to  comply  with  the  pro¬ 


visions  of  Section  1.526  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules,  and,  if  so,  to  determine  the 
effect  thereof  on  the  applicant’s  com¬ 
parative  qualifications  to  be  a  Commis¬ 
sion  licensee. 

2.  To  determine  whether  Fidelity 
Voices,  Inc.,  failed  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  Section  1.65  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules,  and,  if  so,  to  determine 
the  effect  thereof  on  the  applicant’s  com¬ 
parative  qualifications  to  be  a  Commis¬ 
sion  licensee. 

3.  To  determine  whether  Sound  Radio. 
Inc.’s  survey  of  the  general  public  was 
conducted  by  a  professional  research 
service,  whether  this  survey  included 
consultations  with  a  random  sample  of 
members  of  the  general  public,  and 
whether,  in  light  thereof,  it  has  complied 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Primer  on 
Ascertainment  of  Community  Problems 
by  Broadcast  Applicants. 

4.  To  determine  whether  Venture  m 
Corporation  failed  to  ccunply  with  the 
provisions  of  Sections  1.514  and  1.65  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  and,  if  so,  to 
determine  the  effect  thereof  on  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  basic  and/or  comparative  quali¬ 
fications  to  be  a  Commission  licensee. 

5.  To  determine  whether  Venture  in 
Corporation’s  survey  of  the  general  piib- 
lic  included  consultations  with  a  random 
sample  of  members  of  the  general  public, 
and  whether,  in  light  thereof,  it  has 
complied  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Primer  on  Ascertainment  of  Community 
Problems  by  Broadcast  ApjAicants. 

40.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 
the  burden  of  proof  under  that  issue 
troduction  of  evidence  ahd  proof  xmder 
Issue  (3),  above,  SHALL  BE  on  Sound 
Radio,  Inc.;  that  the  burden  of  proceed¬ 
ing  under  Issue  (4),  above.  SHALL  BE 
on  Gilbert  Broadcasting  Corporation  and 
the  burden  of  proof  under  that  issue 
SHALL  BE  on  Venture  m  Corporation; 
and  that  the  burdens  of  proceeding  and 
proof  vmder  Issue  (5) ,  above,  SHALL  BE 
on  Venture  m  Corporation. 

Adopted:  September  18, 1975. 

Released:  September  26,  1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26078  FUed  9-29-76:8:46  am] 

[FCC  75-1060:  Docket  No.  19464;  Pile  No. 
SRr-87113] 

SOUTHWEST  PENNSYLVANIA  CABLE  TV, 
INC. 

Cease  and  Desist  Order;  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order 

DESIGNATING  HEARING  ON 
STATED  ISSUES  [37  FR  6517] 

By  the  Cmnmission:  Commissioner 
Hooks  absent. 

1.  The  above-captioned  proceeding  was 
initiated  as  a  result  of  Southwest  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Cable  TV,  Inc.’s  (Southwest) 
California,  Pennsylvania  alleged  failure 
to  provide  networic  program  exclusivity 
to  Station  wnC-TV  (Pittsburgh,  Penn¬ 
sylvania)  ,  upon  that  staticm’s  request,  as 
required  by  Section  76.91  (formerly  Sec- 
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tion  74.1103)  of  our  cable  television  rules.  I 
Southwest  had  requested  a  waiver  of  this 
rule,  which  we  denied.  19  FCC  2d  989 
(1969).  Southwest’s  alleged  failure  to 
provide  network  program  exclusivity  to 
WUC  resulted  in  the  issuance  of  the  show 
cause  order.  FCC  72-230,  release  March 
24, 1972. 

2.  In  its  opposition  to  the  show  cause  < 
proceeding.  Southwest  claimed  for  the 
first  time  tiiat  wnC’s  failure  to  demand 
non-duplication  network  program  pro¬ 
tection  from  all  cable  television  systems 
within  the  appropriate  signal  contours 
was  sufficient  to  deny  the  cease  and  de¬ 
sist  order.  We  found  this  contention  ir¬ 
relevant  to  the  question  of  whether 
Southwest  violated  our  cable  television 
rules  (Order  to  Show  Cause,  supra,  at 
para.  3),  and  thus  no  evidence  on  this 
matter  was  taken.  After  hearing,  a  cease 
and  desist  order  was  issued  against 
Southwest.  43  FCC  2d  723  (I.D.  1972), 
aff’d,  43  FCC  2d  717  (Rev.  Bd.  1973) .  We 
denied  review  (FCC  74-541,  released 
June  5,  1974),  and  Southwest  appealed. 

3.  The  United  States  Court  of  AppesJs 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  set  aside  the 
Commission’s  cease  and  desist  order  and 
remanded  the  case  for  further  proceed¬ 
ing  consistent  with  its  decision.  South¬ 
west  Pennsylvania  Cable  TV,  Inc.  v.  FCC, 
No.  74-1633,  decided  June  23,  1975.  The 
court  agreed  that  our  denial  of  South¬ 
west’s  petition  for  waiver  was  proper  and 
that  we  properly  refused  to  relitigate  the 
issues  presented  in  Southwest’s  waiver 
petition.  However,  the  Court  remanded 
the  proceeding  with  directions  to  con¬ 
sider  whether  WIIC-TV  was  selectively 
requesting  non-duplication  protection 
and  to  afford  Southwest  an  opportunity 
to  proffer  evidence  on  the  possibility  of 
economic  injury  resulting  from  such  se¬ 
lective  enforcement.  A  hearing  will  be 
held  to  adduce  evidence  on  this  matter. 

4.  Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED,  That 
a  hearing  is  designated,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  on  the  following  issues: 

(1)  To  determine  whether  WIIC-’TV 
has  requested  network  program  exclu¬ 
sivity  protection,  pursuant  to  Section 
76.91  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  on  a 
selective  basis  from  the  cable  television 
systems  on  which  wnC-’TV  is  entitled  to 
such  protection,  and  if  so,  whether 
Southwest  Pennsylvania  Cable  TV,  Inc. 
would  be  competitively  disadvantaged 
and  suffer  significant  economic  harm 
thereby. 

(2)  To  determine  whether,  in  light  of 
the  evidence  adduced  on  the  above  issue, 
a  cease  and  desist  order  would  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins,  , 

Secretary. 

[PR  r)oc.76-26079  Filed  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


[FCC  75-1029;  Docket  Nos.  20691, 20592;  PUe  which  had  just  come  to  their  attention 
Noe.  BBr-4702,  bIj-18667]  respect  to  the  ownership  «f  Station 

WWLE,  INC.  AND  MECHANICVILLE  WWLE.  ’They  aUcged  that  the  two  pre- 
BROADCASTING  CO.  viously  mentioned  forms  submitted  by 

„  _  j  _ .1  Farina  were  not  correct.  They  continued 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  ^^^y  ^  subscribed 

In  re  triplications  of  WWLE,  ^c.  for  fm:  25  shares  of  WWLE’s  stock,  and 
renewal  of  license  of  Station  WWLE,  under  the  subscription  agre^ent,  each 
Cornwall-on-Hudson,  New  York,  Ralph  of  the  two  principals  was  to  pay  $3,000 


Nardella,  Sr.,  Ralph  Nardella,  Jr.,  John 
J.  Farina  and  Alvin  J.  Wise  d/bas 
Mechanlcville  Broadcasting  Co.  for  new 
license  for  Station  WMVI,  Mechanlcville, 
New  York. 

By  the  Commission:  1.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  presently  has  before  it  for  consid¬ 
eration  (1)  the  above-captioned  license 
renewal  application  for  Station  WWLE, 
Cornwall-on-Hudson,  New  York,  filed  on 
March  1,  1972  by  WWLE,  Incorporated 
(hereinafter  WWLE);  (li)  an  informal 
objection  against  the  application,  filed  on 
May  26, 1972  by  Mr.  John  J.  Farina;  (ill) 
a  letter  responding  to  Farina’s  allega¬ 
tions  filed  by  WWLE  on  September  5, 
1972;  and  (iv)  a  supplement  to  the  letter 
of  September  5,  1972,  filed  on  Jime  30, 
1975  by  Paul  N.  Lofaro.  We  also  shall 
consider  here,  for  reasons  discussed  at 
Paragraph  24,  infra,  an  application  filed 
July  13,  1972  for  license  to  cover  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  Station  WMVI, 
Mechanlcville,  N.Y.,  issued  to  Mechanlc- 
vllle  Broadcasting  Company,  a  partner¬ 
ship  in  which  complainant  Farina  pres¬ 
ently  holds  a  30  per  cent  interest. 

Background 


2.  An  application  (Form  314) ,  for  the 
assignment  joi  the  licensee  of  Station 
WWLE,  Cornwall-on-Hudson,  New  York, 
from  Mrs.  Adeline  R.  Edmonds  tr/as 
Radio  Cornwall,  to  WWLE,  Incorporated 
(BAL-7187)  was  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  December  2,  1970.  The  form 
reflected  that  the  assignee  corporation’s 
outstanding  75  shares  of  stock  were  held 
equally  by  Messrs.  Angelo  R.  Martinelll, 
Paul  N.  Lofaro  and  John  J.  Farina,  each 
owning  33y3  percent  of  the  corporation. 
’The  assignee’s  portions  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  were  signed  by  Mr.  Farina  as  vice 
president  and  it  contained  a  statement 
that  all  exhibits  were  prepared  imder  his 
direction. 

3.  The  assignment  application  was 
granted  on  March  15,  1971,  and  on 
May  28,  1971,  the  Cominlsslon  received 
an  Ownership  Report  (Form  323)  from 
WWLE  reflecting  consummation  of  the 
assignment.  This  form  was  also  signed 
by  Mr.  Farina,  and  it  too  stated  that 
Martinelll,  Lofaro,  and  Farina  each 
owned  25  shares  of  WWLE’s  75  outstand¬ 
ing  shares  of  corporate  stock.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  document  stated  tiiat  each  of 
the  three  principals  had  paid  $333.34  in 
cash  for  his  respective  25  shares  of  stock, 
the  date  of  acquisition  being  Novem¬ 
ber  21, 1970. 

4.  In  February  of  1972,  Martinelll  and 
Lofaro  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Commission, 
“in  order  to  correct  certain  inaccuracies” 


and  each  was  obligated  to  loan  the  cor¬ 
poration  considerable  siuns  of  money  to 
pay  for  t^e  operation  of  the  station.  No 
stock  was  Issued  until  April  26,  1971, 
when  25  ^ares  were  taken  by  each  of 
the  two  men,  each  paying  $3,000  for  his 
respective  shares.  It  was  also  averred 
that  Farina  was  never  a  shareholder  even 
though  the  terms  of  his  contract  of  em¬ 
ployment,  which  was  executed  on  the 
closing  date,  April  26,  1971,  did  Include 
an  option  to  acquire  shares  in  the 
future,  provided  certain  conditions  were 
achieved.  Martinelll  and  Lofaro  claim 
Farina  never  paid  any  monies  for  stock 
or  loaned  WWLE  any  capital.  Thus  no 
stock  was  ever  issued  to  him.  ’The  letter 
was  closed  with  the  statement  that,  due 
to  prior  misrepresentations  and  con¬ 
tinued  dissatisfaction.  Farina  was  fired 
on  July  9,  1971.  They  enclosed  a  copy  of 
the  employment  stock  option  agreement, 
which  indicated  that  Farina  would  be¬ 
come  an  officer  and  director  during  the 
term  of  his  onployment  as  manager.  The 
copy  contained  signatures  of  all  three. 

5.  On  March  2,  1972,  copies  of  Mar- 
tinelli’s  and  Lof aro’s  letter,  the  combina¬ 
tion  agreement  between  the  two  princi¬ 
pals  of  WWLE  and  Farina’s  employment 
contract,  along  with  a  letter  from  the 
Commission  requesting  comment  were 
sent  to  Farina.  In  his  reply  Farina 
claimed  that  he  had  been  victimized  by 
Martinelll  and  Lofaro,  who  allegedly  had 
induced  him  to  work  long  hours  at  low 
pay  in  return  for  an  ownership  interest 
in  WWLE,  and  thus  challenged  their 
story  on  many  important  points  and 
raised  several  additional  questions. 

Stock  Ownership 


6.  In  his  informal  complaint  Mr. 
Farina  initially  raises  the  issue  of  mis- 
representation  of  the  true  ownership  of 
WWLE.  He  states  that  he  had  been  af¬ 
filiated  with  the  station  as  an  employee 
since  its  creation,  and  when  Messrs. 
Martinelll  and  Lofaro  decided  to  pur¬ 
chase  it  they  requested  that  he  remain, 
offering  him  a  small  salary  and  one-third 
ownership  of  WWLE  as  consideration. 
Farina  says  the  seemingly  generous  offer 
was  due  to  his  familiarity  with  FCC’s 
rules  and  regulations,  and  because  of  his 
extensive  knowledge  of  Station  WWLE, 
which  was  completely  and  candidly  re¬ 
vealed  to  Martinelll  and  Lofaro  before 
they  decided  to  purchase  it.  Farina 
denies  that  he  knowingly  signed  the  em- 
plosrment  contract  containing  the  stock 
option.  Although  Farina  admits  that  he 
never  received  any  stock  certlflcates,  he 
says  that  he  had  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
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reprMentaiions  ot  Marilnelli  and  Lofaro, 
who  always  hdd  out  Farina  as  (me  of 
,WWUE’s  three  principals.  He  says  they 

him  that  the  stock  certificates  were 
bring  kriit  the  office  of  their  local  at¬ 
torney  along  with  other  corporate  rec¬ 
ords.  He  states  that  all  three  reviewed 
the  contoits  of  a  final  copy  of  the  as- 
sigiunent  apidicatlon  at  Martinelli’s  of¬ 
fice  prior  to  filing  It  with  the  Ccmunisslon. 
An  article  In  the  December  21, 1970  issue 
Broadcasting  Magazine  described  Uie 
sale  to  all  three.  Farina  recalls  Mar¬ 
tinelli’s  and  Lofaro’s  showing  the  article 
to  WWLE  staff  members  as  well  as  others 
outside  the  station.  Finally.  Farina  states 
that  he  received  an  oral  offer  fr(«x  Mar¬ 
tinelli’s  and  Lofaro’s  lawyer  on  their  be¬ 
half  to  buy  out  his  interest  as  late  as 
February  1972. 

7.  In  response,  Martinelli  and  Lofaro 
allege  that  it  is  Farina  who  has  made 
misrepresentations,  not  they.  They  ex¬ 
plain  that  before  they  met  John  Farina 
they  had  abs(dutely  no  experience  in  the 
broadcast  industry.  On  their  first  en¬ 
counter  Farina  advised  them  that  it  was 
his  prcffesslonal  opinion  that  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  station  WWLE  offered  a  “golden 
opportunlt3r'’  to  make  a  tremendous 
amount  of  money,  explaining  that  they 
could  purchase  the  radio  station  for  a 
nominal  cost  because  it  was  in  financial 
trouble  and.  though  the  station  was 
presently  in  the  red,  with  proper  man¬ 
agement  it  coxild  be  turned  into  very 
profitable  venture.  Relsdng  on  Farina’s 
representations,  say  Mm*tinelli  and  Lo¬ 
faro,  they  decided  to  purchase  the  sta¬ 
tion.  Subse(iuently,  between  acceptance 
of  the  offer  of  sale  and  the  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  purchase,  Martinelli  and  Lo¬ 
faro  discovered  that  Farina  had  made 
some  sCTious  misrepresentations  con¬ 
cerning  the  station’s  assets  and  liabili¬ 
ties,  as  well  as  an  alleged  minimum  price 
which  was  supposedly  set  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

8.  'They  continue  by  relating  that  their 
tnist  in  Farina  was  badly  shaken  and 
that  they  thereafter  conducted  an  as¬ 
sessment  of  their  situation  regarding  the 
purchase  of  Station  WWLE,  concluding 
that  they  were  in  too  deeply  to  feasibly 
terminate  the  venture  and  that  although 
Farina  had  made  significant  and  damag¬ 
ing  misrepresentations,  they  were,  never¬ 
theless,  dependent  upon  him.  Therefore, 
they  decided  against  severing  their  rela¬ 
tionship  with  Farina  and,  acting  on  the 
advice  of  their  attorney,  they  offered  him 
a  stock  (H>tlon,  conditioned  on  a  profit¬ 
able  performance  of  the  staticm.  Finally, 
however,  due  to  his  prior  misrepresenta¬ 
tions  and  their  continued  dissatisfaction 
with  the  (^ration  and  performance  of 
the  station,  he  was  discharged  on  July  9, 
1971,  before  he  had  an  opportunity  to 
exercise  the  stock  option.  Martinelli  and 
Lofaro  claim  that  it  was  not  until  Feb¬ 
ruary  1, 1972,  when  they  discovered  that 
Farina  had  misrepresented  to  the  Com- 
]  missloii  that  he  held  cme-third  of  the 
;  stock  In  WWLE.  They  dispute  Farina’s 
•contention  that  he  was  held  out  as  a 
jetod^oider  ot  partner  of  WWLE.  Mar- 
( tboeDl  and  Lcffaro  stress  that  everyone 
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familiar  with  the  station,  including  the 
entire  staff,  was  always  aware  that  Mar- 
tineUi  and  Lofaro  were  eq\ial  and  exclu¬ 
sive  stockholders  of  tiie  corporation.  Mar¬ 
tinelli  and  Lofaro  repeat  that  Farina 
did  in  fact  sign  the  employment  contract 
ccmtaining  the  stock  option  agreem^t. 
Moreover,  Martinelli  and  Lofaro  empha¬ 
sise  that  they  delegated  to  Farina  the 
responsibility  of  filing  the  instnunent 
with  the  Commission,  which  he  obviously 
failed  to  do. 

9.  The  record  on  the  question  of  who 
actually  owns  or  owned  WWLE  is  a  mo¬ 
rass  of  confiicting  statements  which  can¬ 
not  be  rec(Hiciled  without  a  hearing.  In 
addition  to  the  question  of  misrepre¬ 
sentation  of  ownership  of  WWLE,  Inc.  in' 
BAL-7187  £md  in  the  ownerriiip  rej^rt 
subsequently  filed  with  the  Commisrion, 
there  is  a  quetsion  of  imauthorized 
transfer  of  control  of  WWLE  when  Fa¬ 
rina  was  expelled  from  the  corporation 
without  its  having  obtained  prior  Com¬ 
mission  consult  on  a  Form  316  transfer 
application.^  This  failure  of  WWLE,  Inc. 
to  file  the  Farina  employment  and  stock 
option  contract  within  30  days  of  its 
execution,  in  violation  of  Section  1.613  of 
our  rules,  also  has  a  bearing  on  these 
questions  and  possibly  on  WWLE,  Inc.’s 
qualifications,  if  misrepres^tation  or 
fraudulent  concealment  of  true  owner¬ 
ship  was  involved. 

Control  Prior  to  Assignment 

10.  The  contract  of  sale  from  Radio 
Cornwall  (Paragraph  2,  supra)  called  for 
the  assignee,  WWLE,  Inc.,  to  lend  the 
assignor  operating  capital  to  ensure  that 
the  statical  would  remain  on  the  air  until 
the  transaction  could  be  consummated, 
presumably  following  Commission  con¬ 
sent.  While  this  in  itself  is  not  an  xmac- 
ceptable  procedure  if  the  assignor  re¬ 
mains  unquestionably  in  control,  Farina 
alleges  that  before  BAL-7187  was  grant¬ 
ed  Lofaro  took  over  an  office  at  the  sta¬ 
tion.  and  began  working  closely  with  the 
station  manager  and  bookkeeper.  Farina 
states:  “All  during  the  negotiating  period 
and  interum  (sic)  period  between  apply¬ 
ing  for  the  license  and  its  final  transfer, 
Lofaro  was  in  ccxnplete  charge,  even  act- 
ing  with  power-of -attorney  at  WWLE.” 

11.  In  their  letter  of  September  5, 1972, 
Martinelli  and  Lofaro  state  that  during 
the  period  between  the  signing  of  the 
contract,  on  October  2,  1970,  and  the 
consummation  of  the  assignment,  (m 
April  28,  1971,  Lofaro  visited  the  station 
only  one  day  a  week  and  would  spend  an 
hour  or  two  in  discussion  with  Farina. 
They  did  not,  however,  comment  on  the 
statement  that  Lofaro  acted  with  power- 
of-attomey  at  WWLE. 

12.  In  light  of  tile  contradictions  be¬ 
tween  the  two  versions,  particularly  the 
hanging  question  of  the  power-of -attor¬ 
ney,  an  issue  will  be  added  as  to  whether 
there  was  an  imauthorlzed  transfer  of 
control  of  WWLE  prior  to  grant  of  BAL- 
7187. 


^This  possible  unauthorized  transfer  may 
be  viewed  separately  from  the  pre-assign¬ 
ment  events  discussed  Immediately  below. 


Financing 

13.  Farina’s  second  allegation  is  that 
false  representations  concerning  the  fi¬ 
nancing  of  the  station  were  made  to  the 
Commission.  He  states  that  Martinelli 
was  not  the  sole  financial  backer,  either 
during  the  interim  between  the  time  the 
transfer  application  was  filed  and  the 
actual  transfer  of  the  broadcast  license 
or  after  the  transfer  of  the  license — 
although  such  was  represented  to  Farina, 
to  the  prior  owner  of  the  station,  and  to 
the  Commission.  Farina  asserts  that 
Lofaro  may  have  been,  at  least,  a  part- 
financer  during  the  period  between  the 
time  of  the  transfer  application  was  filed 
and  the  actual  transfer  of  the  license, 
without  the  Commission’s  being  in¬ 
formed. 

14.  In  response  Martinelli  and  Lofaro 
argue  that  the  Commission  was  not  in¬ 
formed  because  Farina  told  them  that 
the  Commission  required  specific  finan¬ 
cial  information  of  only  one  partner.  Fa¬ 
rina  allegedly  chose  Martinelli  because  he 
was  the  owner  of  several  business  enter- 
ployed  by  Martinelli  as  a  business 
prises,  whereas  Lofaro  was  merely  em- 
manager. 

15.  Section  309(d)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  requires 
that  a  challenger  of  a  license  renewal  ap¬ 
plication  must  set  forth  specific  allega¬ 
tions  of  fact  sufficient  to  show  a  grant  of 
the  challenged  application  would  be 
prima  facie  inconsistent  with  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 
Farina’s  allegations  relating  to  Lofaro’s 
financial  interest  in  Staticm  WWLE,  even 
by  the  most  charitable  reading,  fail  sub¬ 
stantially  short  of  the  specificity  required 
by  Section  309(d)  of  the  Act.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  concluded  that  Farina  has 
failed  to  raise  a  substantial  and  material 
question  of  fact  in  this  regard. 

Performance 

16.  Farina  claims  that  while  he  was 
the  manager  of  Station  WWLE  the  radio 
transmission  was  of  such  high  quality 
that  it  actually  surpassed  minimum  FM 
standards.  But  now  the  station  has  a 
“muddy”  sound  which  refiects  less  com¬ 
petent  maintenance  than  was  available 
during  his  tenure.  Much  of  the  problem, 
according  to  Farina,  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  present  engineering  personnel 
are  not  of  the  same  education  and  train¬ 
ing  as  was  formerly  the  case.  He  adds 
that  the  ex-chief  engineer  “was  the  most 
fully  educated  of  any  station  in  the 
area.” 

17.  It  is  further  alleged  that  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  news  coverage  is  a  mere  shadow 
of  its  former  comprehensiveness.  Farina 
thinks  the  decline  in  news  coverage  is 
due  to  unwise  personnel  cuts  initiated  by 
Martinelli  and  Lofaro.  Among  persons 
allegedly  fired  were  the  news  editors  and 
outside  reporters  (stringers) ,  one  of  the 
annoimcers  and  tiie  “secretary-typist- 
copywriter”.  Farina  claims,  as  a  result 
of  the  reduction  in  manpower,  that  the 
station  only  has  one  full-time  newsman 
and  the  remaining  announcers  are  forced 
to  assume  additional  responsibilities  and 
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hours  of  work.  The  “Dow  Jones  News 
Wire”,  a  service  that  was  almost  com¬ 
pletely  sold  out  to  advertisers,  was 
dropped,  says  Farina.  He  relates  his  sur¬ 
prise  over  this  development,  since  busi¬ 
ness  news  was  so  popular. 

18.  Finally,  Farina  declares  that 
WWLE’s  renewal  application  is  virtually 
an  exact  copy  of  the  license  assignment 
application  filed  more  than  two  years 
before.  Therefore,  he  concludes,  it  can 
be  assumed  that  the  renewal  application 
is  designed  to  mislead  the  Commission 
with  erroneous  information  regarding 
programming  and  staffing  policies. 

19.  Martinelli  and  Lofaro  counter  by 
saving  that  while  Station  WWLE  was 
under  the  inept  management  of  Farina 
it  was  spiralling  toward  bankruptcy,  and 
it  was  only  after  he  was  fired  that 
they  managed  to  pull  it  out  of  its  finan¬ 
cial  nose  dive  and  get  it  operating  in  the 
black.  While  Farina  was  in  charge,  he 
allegedly  hired  people  recklessly,  many 
of  them  cronies,  without  considering 
their  qualifications  or  the  needs  of  the 
statkxx.  Examples  are  said  to  be  his 
hiring  a  copy-writer  who  had  no  experi¬ 
ence  in  the  field  and  who  could  not  even 
type,  and  his  employing  an  annoimcer 
who  could  not  operate  his  own  control 
board,  which  in  turn  required  the  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  pasrroll  of  an  extra  engineer 
to  operate  the  control  board  during  this 
annoimcer’s  show. 

20.  The  two  men  contend  that  Farina’s 
charges  are  completely  without  merit, 
and  that  the  station’s  policies,  program¬ 
ming  and  format  have  hardly  changed, 
unless  for  the  better.  The  Station  report¬ 
edly  is  still  affiliated  with  the  American 
Broadcasting  Company’s  Radio  Informa¬ 
tion  Netwoi*  as  well  as  United  Press  In¬ 
ternational,  and  it  maintains  its  own 
news  department  for  local  and  regional 
news.  Martinelli  and  Lofaro  agree,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  Dow  Jones  Business  News 
Service  was  discontinued,  but  the  deci¬ 
sion  was  made  by  Dow  Jones,  which  in¬ 
dicated  that  it  was  not  profitable.  With 
the  exception  of  the  termination  of 
Farina  and  his  cronies  in  the  news  de¬ 
partment,  ihe  entire  staff — including  the 
engineering  department — ^has  been  kept 
intact.  Therefore,  in  light  of  the  forego¬ 
ing,  Martinelli  and  Lofaro  declare  that  it 
is  Farina  who  wishes  to  mislead  the 
Commission,  not  they. 

21.  An  Investigation  of  station  and 
Commission  records  discloses  no  evidence 
of  a  falltire  to  comply  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  standards  of  performance  and 
operation  since  Farina  was  discharged. 
Nor  has  petitioner  alleged  with  the  speci¬ 
ficity  required  to  raise  a  substantial  ques¬ 
tion  of  WWLE’s  performance  dming  the 
July,  1971-June,  1972  period  between 
Farina’s  discharge  and  license  expira¬ 
tion. 

Additional  Allegations 

22.  Farina  also  makes  the  following 
general  and  conclusory  asseitlons;  (1) 
there  is  no  evidence  that  WWLE,  as 
stated  in  its  renewal  application,  is  at¬ 
tempting  to  develop  its  coverage  of  col- 
l^e  and  professional  sports;  (2)  WWLE, 
without  giving  prior  notice  to  the  Com¬ 
mission,  has  been  promoting  Stock  Mar¬ 


ket  Magazine,  a  publication  owned  solely 
by  Martinelli;  (3)  Martinelli  violated  the 
Commission’s  rules  by  using  the  station’s 
facilities  to  promote  his  candidacy  for 
Mayor  of  Yonkers,  New  York,  without 
allowing  his  opponent  access  to  WWLE’s 
airways. 

23.  The  C<xnmlssion  finds  that  no  fur¬ 
ther  administrative  action  is  warranted 
on  these  allegations,  due  to  the  pervasive 
lack  of  specificity  with  which  they  are 
drawn.  It  Is  well  established  that  the 
allegation  of  ultimate  and  conclusory 
facts,  or  mere  general  assertions.  Is  not 
sufficient  to  require  exploration  in  a 
hearing. 

The  Mechanicville  Application 

24.  As  noted  in  Paragraph  1,  supra, 
complainant  Farina  holds  a  substantial 
interest  in  Mechanicville  Broadcasting 
Company,  permittee  and  would-be  li¬ 
censee  of  Station  WMVI.  A  construction 
permit  for  the  facility  was  granted  by  the 
Commission  on  April  2,  1969,  construc¬ 
tion  was  duly  completed,  and  the  sta¬ 
tion  currently  is  operating  vmder  pro¬ 
gram  test  authority,  pending  final  Com¬ 
mission  action  on  the  WMVI  license  ap¬ 
plication  under  consideration  here.  On 
January  21,  1972,  Mechanicville  filed  an 
application  for  assignment  of  the  WMVI 
construction  permit  to  a  newly  formed 
partnership,  also  named  Mechanicville 
Broadcasting  Co.,  comprised  of  Farina 
and  Alvin  Wise,  who  like  Farina  is  one 
of  the  partners  comprising  the  permit¬ 
tee  partnership.  Under  the  new  partner¬ 
ship  arrangement  Wise  would  retain  his 
interest  of  10  percent  and  Farina  would 
acquire  the  60  percent  interest  presently 
held  by  the  Nardellas,  thereby  increasing 
his  interest  in  Station  WMVI  from  30 
percent  to  90  percent.  While  the  assign¬ 
ment  application  remains  incomplete, 
and  is  not  yet  ready  for  Commission  ac¬ 
tion,  we  find  that  administrative  effi¬ 
ciency  will  be  served  by  examining  the 
effect,  if  any,  of  P^ina’s  participation  in 
the  ownership  and  operation  of  Station 
WMVI,  Based  on  the  foregoing  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  WWLE  application,  we  con¬ 
clude  that  substantial  and  material  ques¬ 
tions  concerning  the  character  of  John  J. 
Farina  have  been  raised  which  may  bear 
on  his  qualifications  and  those  of  Me¬ 
chanicville  Broadcasting  Company,  to  be¬ 
come  a  Commission  licensee.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  an  appropriate  issue  will  be  desig¬ 
nate.” 

Ultimate  Conclusions 

25.  In  the  judgment  of  the  Commission, 
substantial  and  material  questions  of  fact 
have  been  raised  with  respect  not  only 
to  misrepresentation  (para.  6)  but  also 
to  possible  violations  of  Section  310(b) 
of  the  Act,  involving  transfers  of  control, 
and  Sections  1.514(a)  and  1.615  of  the 
rules,  concerning  content  of  applications 
and  reporting  of  ownership  information 
(para.  2  and  3).  The  pleadings  also  raise 


*  Mr.  Farina  also  filed,  on  February  28, 1975, 
a  competing  sq>plication  for  Station  WJJZ, 
Mount  Holly,  N.J.  If  and  when  a  c<Hnparatlye 
hearing  Va  ordered  on  the  Mount  Holly  fa¬ 
cility,  we  will  take  into  consideration  the 
status  or  outcome  of  the  proceeding  ordered 
here. 


serious  questions  concerning  the  allegi-d 
acquisition  of  Farina’s  stock  by  Marti¬ 
nelli  and  Lofaro  through  the  employm^it 
of  fraud  and  deceit,  casting  doubt  on 
their  character  quaU^ations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  is,  therefore,  unable  to  make  the 
statutory  finding  that  a  grant  of  the  re¬ 
newal  application  for  Station  WWLE  is 
consistent  with  the  public  interest,  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  and  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  foregoing  matters 
should  be  explored  in  an  evidentiary 
hearing. 

26.  Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORI^IRED, 
That  pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  captioned  applications 
ARE  DESIGNATED  FOR  HEARING  in 
a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  conditions: 

1.  To  determine  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  surrounding  the  submission  of 
the  WWLE  assignment  apidication 
(BAL-7187)  on  December  2, 1970,  and  the 
ownership  report  of  WWLE,  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  filed  May  28,  1971,  and  whether 
complete  and  accurate  information  with 
respect  to  the  ownership  of  WWLE,  Ine. 
was  set  forth  as  required  by  Sections 
1.514(a)  and  1.615  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  license 
for  Station  WWLE  was  transferred,  as¬ 
signed  or  disposed  of,  by  transfer  of  con¬ 
trol  of  WWLE,  Inc.,  prior  to  the  grant 
of  BAL-7187  without  a  finding  by  the 
Commission  that  the  public  Interest, 
convenience  and  necessity  would  be 
served  thereby,  in  violation  of  Section 
310(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended. 

3.  To  determine  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  surrounding  the  execution  and 
late  filing — in  violation  of  Sectiim  1.613 
of  the  Rules — of  the  alleged  Farina  em¬ 
ployment  and  stock  option  contract. 

4.  To  determine  whether,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  under  the  foregoing 
issues,  Messrs.  Angelo  R.  Martinelli  and 
Paul  N.  Lofaro,  misrepresented  to  or 
concealed  facts  from  the  Commission  in 
connection  with  the  ownership  or  oper¬ 
ation  of  WWLE,  Inc.  and  Station  WWLE 
respectively. 

5.  To  determine  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  surrounding  the  alleged  “firing” 
of  Mr.  J(^n  J.  Farina  by  Messrs.  Marti¬ 
nelli  and  Lofaro,  and  whether  this  ous¬ 
ter  constituted  an  unauthorized  trans¬ 
fer  of  control  in  violation  of  Section  310 
(b)  of  the  Commimications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended. 

6.  To  determine  whether,  in  the  light 
of  the  evidence  adduced  pmsuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  a  grant  of  the  subject 
license  renewal  application  for  Station 
WWLE  would  serve  the  public  Interest, 
convenience,  and  necessity. 

7.  To  determine  whether,  in  light  of 
the  evidence  adduced  under  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  Mr.  Farina  misrepresented 
to  or  concealed  facts  from  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  connection  with  the  ownership 
or  operation  of  WWLE,  Inc.  and  Station 
WWLE  respectively. 

8.  To  determine  whether,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  Issues,  a  grant  of  the  subject  U- 
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cense  application  for  Station  WMVI 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  ccaiven- 
ience,  and  necessity. 

27.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 
the  informal  objection  to  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  libense  renewal  application  filed 
by  Mr.  John  J.  Farina,  is  GRANTED  to 
the  extent  indicated  above,  and  IS  DE¬ 
NIED  in  all  other  resp>ects. 

28.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That, 

in  accordance  with  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  the  burden  of  proceeding  with  the 
introduction  of  evidence  upon  issues  (1) 
throiigh  (5)  shall  be  on  the  complainant, 
Mr.  John  J.  Farina,  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau  may  then  introduce  such  evldraice 
as  it  may  possess;  and  the  burden  of 
proof  shall  be  on  the  applicant,  WWLE, 
Inc.,  with  respect  to  issues  (1)  through 
(6).  _ 

29.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That, 
in  accordance  with  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Conununlcations  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  the  biurden  of  proceeding  with  the 
introductkm  of  evidence  upon  issue  (7) 
shall  be  on  Messrs.  Angelo  R.  Martinelli 
and  Paul  N.  Lofaro;  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau  may  then  Introduce  such  evidence 
as  it  may  possess;  and  the  burden  of 
proof  shall  be  cm  Mr.  John  J.  Farina  with 
respect  to  issues  (7)  and  (8) . 

30.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That, 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  («)portimity  to 
be  heard,  apcdicant  and  complainant, 
pursuant  to  Swtion  1.221(c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney, 
shall,  within  twenty  (20)  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in 
the  Order. 

31.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 
WWLE,  Inc.,  shall,  pursuant  to  Section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  Section  1.594 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  give  notice 
of  the  hearing  within  the  time  and  in 
the  manner  prescribed  in  such  rules,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
Section  1.594(g). 

32.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  'That 
Mechanlcville  Broadcasting  Co.,  shall, 
pursuant  to  Section  311(a)  (2)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  Section  1.594  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  give  notice  of  the  hearing  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed 
in  such  rules,  and  i^all  advise  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  publication  of  such  notice 
as  required  by  Section  1.594(g) . 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26080  PUed  9-29-75;8;46  am] 

RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR 
MARINE  SERVICES 

Meetings 

In  accordance  with  Public  Law  92-463, 
“Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,”  Radio 
Technical  Commission  for  Marine  Services 


(RTCM)  meetings  sched\iled  for  the  future 
are  as  follows: 

Special  Committee  No.  66,  “Receiver  Stand¬ 
ards  for  ttie  Maritime  Mobile  Service” 

Notice  of  34th  Meeting 

Tuesday,  October  14,  1976,  Wednesday,  Oc¬ 
tober  IS,  1975,  9:30  a.m.  (All-day  meet¬ 
ings) 

Conference  Room  A-205,  1229-20th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Agenda 

1.  Call  to  Order;  Chairman’s  Report. 

2.  Adoption  of  Agenda;  Appointment  of 
Rapporteur. 

3.  Acceptance  of  SC-66  Summary  Record. 

4.  Reports  on  Work  Assignments. 

6.  Continue  preparation  of  SSB  receiver 
standard. 

6.  Discussion  of  problem  areas. 

7.  Solicitation  of  Work  Assignments. 

8.  Other  business. 

9.  Establishment  of  next  meeting  date. 

H.  R.  Smith,  Chairman,  SC-66,  ITT  Mackay 
Marine,  441  US  Highway  #1,  Elizabeth,  NJ. 
07202,  Phone:  (201)  627-0300. 

Executive  Committee  Meeting,  Thursday, 
October  16,  1976. 

The  next  Executive  Committee  meeting  will 
be  on  Thursday,  October  16,  1975,  at  1:45 
p.m.  in  Conference  Room  847,  1919  “M” 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Agenda 

1.  Call  to  Order;  Chairman’s  Report. 

2.  Introduction  of  Attendees;  Adoption  of 
Agenda. 

3.  Administrative  Action  Items. 

4.  Acceptance  of  the  Minutes  of  Executive 
Committee  Meetings. 

5.  Progress  Reports  on  Currently  Active 
Committees. 

6.  Status  Reports  on  other  Committees. 

7.  Summary  Reports  and  Announcements. 

8.  New  business. 

9.  Establishment  of  next  meeting  date. 

To  comply  with  the  advance  notice  re- 
quiranents  of  Public  Law  92-463,  a  com¬ 
paratively  long  interval  of  time  occurs  be¬ 
tween  publication  of  this  notice  and  the 
actual  meeting.  Consequently,  there  is  no 
absolute  certainty  that  the  listed  meet¬ 
ing  room  will  be  available  on  the  day  of 
the  meeting.  'Those  planning  to  attend 
the  meeting  should  report  to  the  room 
listed  in  the  notice.  If  a  room  substitu¬ 
tion  has  been  made,  the  new  meeting 
room  location  will  be  posted  at  the  room 
listed  in  this  notice. 

Agendas,  working  papers,  and  other 
appropriate  documentation  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  available  at  that  meeting.  Those 
desiring  more  specific  information  may 
contact  either  the  designated  Chairman 
or  the  RTCM  Secretariat.  (Phone  (202) 
632-6490) 

The  RTCM  has  acted  as  a  coordinator 
for  maritime  telecommunications  since 
its  establishment  in  1947.  Problems  are 
studied  by  Special  Committees  and  the 
final  report  is  approved  by  the  RTCM 
Executive  Committee.  All  RTCM  meet¬ 
ings  are  open  to  the  public.  Written 
statements  are  preferred  but  by  previous 
arrangement,  oral  presentations  will  be 
permitted  within  time  and  space 
limitations. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Vincent  J.  Mxn.LiNS, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26081  Filed  9-29-75; 8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

UNDERGROUND  GAS  STORAGE 
REPORT 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Reporting  Forms 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  on  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  1975,  mailed  form  FEA  G-318- 
M-0  to  approximately  45  companies  not 
subject  to  FPC  jurisdiction  that  operate 
underground  natural  gas  storage  fields 
in  the  U.S.  This  is  part  of  a  joint  data 
collection  effort  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  The  FPC  will  collect  similar 
information  from  companies  under  its 
jurisdiction. 

This  report  collects  information  on 
storage  capacity,  storage  levels.  Injec¬ 
tions  and  withdrawals,  and  ownership 
of  underground  natural  gas  storage 
fields. 

If  you  are  an  operator  of  an  under¬ 
ground  gas  storage  field  that  is  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  FPC  jurisdiction  and  have  not 
received  form  FEA  G-318-M-0,  please 
contact  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  Code  2899,  Washington,  D.C.  20461 
or  telephone  (202)  254-8146  to  obtain 
copies.  Response  is  mandatory  under 
Public  Law  93-275. 

Dated:  September  24, 1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-26990  Filed  9-29-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

INDEPENDENT  OCEAN  FREIGHT 
FORWARDER  LICENSE 

Applicants 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  applicants  have  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  applica¬ 
tions  for  licenses  as  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  pursuant  to  section 
44(a)  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (75  Stat. 
522  and  46  U.S.C.  841(b)). 

Persons  knowing  of  any  reason  why 
any  of  the  following  applicants. should 
not  receive  a  license  are  requested  to 
communicate  with  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  Certification  and  Licensing,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573. 

Robert  A.  Warren  Co.,  Robert  A.  Warren 
d/b/a,  920  Second  Avenue,  Suite  210,  Se¬ 
attle,  Washington  98114. 

Interlands  Traffic  Consultants,  John  H.  Cas- 
tlUo  d/b/a  3911  N.W.  64th  Avenue,  Virginia 
CNirdens,  Florida  33166. 

A.T.I.  Transport  International,  Peter  H. 
Nachbur  d/b/a,  17  Battery  Place,  New 
York,  New  York  10004. 

Merit  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc.,  One  West  Heilman 
Avenue,  Alhambra,  California  91803;  Offi¬ 
cers:  Dick  Numamoto,  President;  Donald 
H.  Sorensen,  Vice  President;  Esther  Numa¬ 
moto,  Seoretary/Treasurer. 

Robert  D.  Boblnger,  Route  8,  Box  662,  De- 
deaux  Road,  Oulfjwrt,  Mississippi  39501. 
Wysong  &  Associates  &  Paramount  Packag¬ 
ing,  Donald  E.  Wysong  d/b/^  7016  Mar- 
celle  Street,  Paramount,  California  90723. 
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Michael  C.  Williams,  69  Pinero  Street,  Apt.  2, 
Rio  Pledras,  Puerto  Rico  00918. 

Reliable  International,  Ino.,  550  Division 
Street,  Elizabeth,  New  Jersey  07201;  Offi¬ 
cers:  Pat  J.  Toscano,  President;  Vito  J.  Tos¬ 
cano,  Secretary/Treasurer:  William  E. 
Payne,  Vice  Presldent/Qen.  Mgr. 

Gal  Air  Freight  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  481007,  Miami, 
Florida  33148;  Officers:  George  A.  Leal, 
President;  Ibrahim  Leal,  Secretary;  Jose  O. 
Mederos,  Treasurer. 

International  Express  Company,  Paul  Gene 
Paik  d/b/a,  580  Washington  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94111. 

Manuel  L.  Alonso,  40-47  Junction  Boulevard, 
Corona,  New  York  11368. 

Stack  Port  Services,  Robert  S.  Stack  d/b/a, 
1025  98th  Avenue,  Oakland,  California 
94603. 

I.M.S.,  Inc.,  4416  Wheeler  Avenue,  Alexandria, 
Virginia  22304;  Officers:  John  W.  Frlga. 
Vice  Presldent/Qen.  Mgr.;  Peter  E.  Kirn, 
President:  Siegfried  J.  Zarwel,  Exec.  Vice 
President. 

Orlando  A.  Pulg,  8106  Pella,  Houston,  Texas 
77036. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
Dated;  September  24, 1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-26110  Filed  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  Nos.  E-8621,  E-9280,  E-9081  et  aU\ 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Approving  Stipulation  and  Offer  of 
SeWement  Subject  to  Conditions 

SEFraMBER  16,  1975. 

By  order  Issued  July  15, 1974,  the  Com¬ 
mission  instituted  an  investigation  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  206  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  into  the  justness  and  reasonableness 
of  Arizona  Public  Service  Company 
(APS)  Rate  Schedule  FPC  Nos.  3,  6,  18, 
26,  32,  38,  50,  52,  57,  58,  and  59,  induing 
the  automatic  adjustment  provisions 
contained  therein.  By  orders  issued 
September  26,  1974,  in  Docket  Nos.  E- 
8621,  et  al.,  March  21,  1975,  in  Docket 
Nos.  E-9280,  et  al.,  and  April  18,  1975,  in 
Docket  No.  E-9081,  the  Commission  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  proposed  monthly  billing 
adjustments,  subject  to  refund  pending 
the  final  disposition  of  this  consolidated 
proceeding.  (See  Appendix  A  hereto) 

Interventions  and  protests  in  these 
dockets  were  filed  by  Arizona  Electric 
Power  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Arizona  Coop) , 
Tucson  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(Tucson),  and  Citizens  Utilities  Com¬ 
pany  (Citizens). 

The  automatic  adjustment  provisions 
in  the  rate  schedules  provide  for  adjust¬ 
ment  in  tax  expenses  to  reflect  changes 
in  applicable,  rates,  and  adjustments  in 
Operation  and  Maintenance  charges 
based  on  wage  and  price  indices.  APS 
has  periodically  filed  new  changes  in 
monthly  billing  to  reflect  implementa- 


^  The  docketed  proceedings  and  rate  sched¬ 
ules  are  listed  on  Appendix  A  hereto. 


NOTICES 

tion  of  the  various  clauses,  with  waiver 
of  notice  requested  on  the  grounds  that 
the  magnitude  of  the  various  changes 
could  not  be  determined  prior  to  the 
end  of  the  billing  period.  It  was  sought 
to  revise  the  various  agreements  con¬ 
taining  automatic  adjustments  in  order 
to  reduce  the  number  of  filings  required 
and  in  particular  to  eliminate  adjust¬ 
ments  tied,  to  indices. 

Pursuant  to  the  above  orders  and  the 
Secretary’s  Notice  dated  December  4, 

1974,  a  hearing  was  held  on  February  3, 

1975.  At  that  hearing  the  testimony  of 
three  APS  witnesses  and  47  exhibits,  and 
the  testimony  of  one  Staff  witness,  were 
received  in  evidence.  The  hearing  was  re¬ 
cessed  and  held  in  abeyance,  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  parties  (including  Commis¬ 
sion  Staff)  to  discuss  settlement  of  the 
proceeding.  As  a  result  of  that,  and  sub¬ 
sequent  conferences,  APS,  intevenor 
Arizona  Electric  Power  Cooperative 
(AEPCO) ,  and  Staff  of  the  Commission 
reached  an  agreement  which  was  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  on  June  27,  1975.  On  that 
date  the  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  certified  to  the  Commission  the 
proposed  settlement  agreed  to  by  the  3 
parties  in  the  proceeding. 

Public  Notice  of  the  filing  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Stipulation  and  Offer  of  Settle¬ 
ment  was  issued  on  July  7,  1975,  with  all 
comments  or  protests  due  on  or  before 
July  24,  1975.  No  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived. 

The  Agreement  provides  in  essence 
that  adjustments  for  increases  in  price  of 
materials  and  supplies  and  labor  rates 
(i.e.  those  based  on  national  and  state 
indices)  shall  be  frozen  at  the  level 
established  as  of  December  31,  1974,  Ad¬ 
justments  subsequent  to  that  date  shall 
be  submitted  as  a  rate  change  filing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Section  35.13  of  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Regulations  and  such  rate  changes 
shall  be  limited  to  actual  changes  in  costs 
of  materials  and  supplies  and  labor  rates 
of  APS.  The  Agreement  also  provides  for 
APS  to  flow  through  all  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  investment  tax  credit  resulting 
from  the  Tax  Reduction  Act  of  1975. 

Our  review  of  the  settlement  indicates 
that,  for  purpose  of  clarification,  we 
should  condition  our  acceptance  of  the 
settlement  to  provide  that,  notwith¬ 
standing  any  provisions  contained  there¬ 
in,  no  change  in  rates,  other  than 
changes  pursuant  to  Commission  ap¬ 
proved  fuel  cost  adjustment  clauses  or 
Commission  approved  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  cost  adjustment  clauses,  shall 
be  made  by  APS  without  compliance  with 
Sections  35.1  and  35.13  of  the  Regula¬ 
tions  and  Section  205  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  Subject  to  this  condition,  we 
find  that  the  proposed  settlement  repre¬ 
sents  a  reasonable  and  appropriate  res¬ 
olution  of  the  issues  raised  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  our  acceptance  and 
approval  of  this  proposed  settlement  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 
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The  Commission  finds:  The  proposed 
settlement  filed  in  this  proceeding  on 
Jime  27,  1975,  as  a  settlement  of  Uie  Is- 
su^  involved  herein  is  reasonable,  proper 
and  in  the  public  interest  in  carrying  out 
the  provisions  ot  the  Federal  Power  Act 
and  should  be  approved,  subject  to  the 
condition  that  notwithstanding  any  pro¬ 
vision  contained  in  the  proposed  settle¬ 
ment,  no  change  in  rates,  other  than 
changes  in  rates  made  pursuant  to  Com¬ 
mission  approved  fuel  cost  adjustm^it 
clauses  and  Commission  approved  re¬ 
search  and  development  cost  adjustment 
clauses,  shall  be  made  by  APS  without 
compliance  with  Sections  35.1  and  35.13 
of  the  Regulations  and  Section  205  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  ’Thepro- 
lK>sed  Stipulation  and  Offer  of  Settle¬ 
ment  filed  in  this  proceeding  on  June  27, 
1975,  as  a  settlement  of  the  Issues  in¬ 
volved  herein  is  hereby  approved  and 
adopted,  subject  to  the  conditions  set 
forth  in  Ordering  Paragitqphs  (B)  and 
(C)  below. 

(B)  Notwithstanding  any  provbdons  of 
the  settlement  agreement,  APS  shall  ef¬ 
fectuate  no  change  In  rates,,  other  than 
changes  in  rates  made  pursuant  to  Com¬ 
mission  approved  fuel  cost  adjustment 
clauses  and  research  and  devAipiBcnt 
cost  adjustment  clauses,  without  oouph- 
ance  with  Sections  35.1  and  3S.13  of  the 
Regulations  and  Section  206  eff  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act;  Provided,  hoteever,  that 
Arizona  shall  flow  through  aU  of  the 
investment  tax  credit  resulting  from  the 
Tax  Reducticoi  Act  of  1975,  as  provided 
in  the  settlement  agreement. 

(C)  Within  30  days  of  the  date  of  Is¬ 
suance  of  this  order,  APS  shall  file  Rate 
Schedule  supplements  which  conform  to 
the  settlement  agreement  and  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order. 

(D)  ’The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 


[SEALl  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appemlix  A 


Docket  Bate 

No.  Customer  aehedule 

FPC  Nb. 


E-7904 . Salt  River  projoet . 

E-TWS . Tucson  Oas  &  Electric  Co _ 

E-790rr . ClllMns  UUlitics  Co. . 

E-80(M . Balt  River  proiect . 

E-8019 . Citir-ens  Utilities  Co . 

K-802S . Tucson  Oas  4  Electric  Co _ 

E-S820 . Citicens  Utilities  Co _ _ 

E-8621 . Tucson  Gas  &  Electric  Co _ 


E-8621  a  ail.  Arizona  Power  Autborltr- . 

Citizens  Utilities  Co.. . . 

Navajo  Tribal  Utility  Au¬ 
thority. 

PanasD  Tribal  Utility  Au- 
tlumty. 

BtJt  River  project . . 

Bouthwn  CaUfomim  Bdison  Co- 

Utah  Power  4  Light  Co _ 

E-8688 . Arizona  Electric  Power  Coopar- 

atlve. 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  £-9408] 

AMERICAN  ELECTRIC  POWER  SERVICE 
CORP. 


Docket 

No. 

Customer 

Rate 

Schedule 

FPC 

No. 

E-8689 . 

Arizona  Electric  Power  Cooper¬ 
ative. 

57 

E-8767 _ 

.  Wdlton-Mohawk  Irrigation  and 
Dralnwe  District. 

.  Arizona  Power  Authwity . . 

58 

F.-8779 _ 

59 

E-9061 . 

.  Arizona  Electric  Power  Cooper¬ 
ative. 

62 

E-92SO 

32 

E-asi  . 

50 

V.-WX) 

3 

E-9283 . 

.  Citizens  Utilities  Co . 

50 

[FR  Doc.75-25846  FUed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CS76-109,  et  al.] 

SAGEBRUSH  STS  JOINT  VENTURE,  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Applications  for  “Small 
Producer”  Certificates  ^ 

September  19,  1975. 
Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Clas  Act  and  Section  157.40  of 
the  Regulations  thereunder  for  a  “small 
producer”  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale 
for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  applications  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
s4>plications  should  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  17,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  fmrther  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  Juris^ction  conferred  upon  tiie 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  all  applications  in  which  no  petition 
to  Intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  Its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificates  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hecurlng  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 


I  *  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  eonsoll- 
dallon  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  cov- 
.ered  herein. 


Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnec^sary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


Docket  Date  filed  Applicant 


CS76-109..  Aug.  25,1975  Sagebrush  Sts  Joint  Venture, 

B  &  T  Box  264,  Corpus 
ChrisU,  Tex.  78477. 

CS76-110 . do .  Ramona  Frates  SeeUgaon, 

1604  NBC  Bldg.,  San 
Antonio,  Tex.  78205. 

CS76-111 _ do _ Seeligson  Oil  Co. 

CS76-H2 . do .  Charles  Wetegrove,  P..O. 

Box  1147,  Raymondville, 
Tex.  78580. 

CS76-113 . do . Clarence  Wetegrove,  P.O. 

Box  1243,  Raymondville, 
Tex  78580 

CS76-114..  Aug.  28,1975  Ellison  Miles,  Individually, 
P.O.  Box  35619,  Dallas, 
Tex,  7523.5. 

CS76-115..  Aug.  29,1975  Dawson  Exploration,  Inc., 
1006  First  City  East  Bldg., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

CS76-116 . do . Charles  W.  Kemp,  Uplift 

Production  Co.,  M.  O. 
Crossland,  113  East  3d 
St.,  Shanurock,  Tex.  79079. 

CS76-117..  Sept.  2,1975  Helen  McLoraine,  10  Long- 
meadow  Rd.,  Winnetka, 
111.60093. 

CS76-118 . do .  Reynolds  Drilling  Co.,  Inc., 

904  Beck  Bldg.,  Shreve¬ 
port,  La.  71101. 

CS76-119..  Sept.  4,1975  Nancy  Ann  Johnson  Baird, 
5019  North  Central  Ex¬ 
pressway,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75205. 

CS76-120 . do . Amelia  Mae  Johnson,  6019 

North  Central  Express¬ 
way,  Dallas,  Tex.  75205. 

CS76-121 . do . O’Neill  Duncan— Mlchigan- 

Wisconsin  Gas  Program 
1975,  Room  1606,  First 
National  Center  West, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73102. 

CS76-122 . do . Westbury  Drilling  Partner¬ 

ship  1974,  595  Madison 
Ave.,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10022. 

CS76-123..  Sept.  8,1975  Paramore  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
1182,  Duncan,  Okla.  73533. 

CS76-124 . do . Lawrence  Faes,  Crosby,  Pa. 

16724. 

CS76-125 . do . Carl  A.  Houy,  402  Patterson 

Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

C876-126 . do . James  W.  Rockhold,  P.O. 

Box  698,  Great  Bend, 
Kans.  67530. 

C876-127 . do . Art  Schmidt,  8  Chatham 

Court,  Midlwd,  Tex.  7W01. 

CS76-128..  Aug.  11,1975  Robert  R.  Baney,  Box  544, 
Sterling,  Colo.  80751. 

C876-129..  Sept.  10,1975  Biglane  Operating  Co.,  P.O. 

Box  96^  Natcbes,  Miss. 
39120. 

C876-130..  Sept.  11,1975  Wheeler  M.  Sears,  Suite  1120, 

1  Energy  Square,  4925 
Greenville,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75206. 

0876-131..  Sept.  12,1975  Lane  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  766, 
Kilgore,  Tex.  75662. 

CS76-182 . do .  George B.  Broome,  P.O.Box 

2148,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex. 
87501. 

C876-133..  Sept.  15,1975  A.  Edward  Fitkin,  Suite  208, 
Hightower  Bldg.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  78102. 

C876-134 _ do . Arthur  M;  Guida,  Box  G, 

Akron,  Colo.  80202. 

C876-135 . do . The  Royal  Gorge  Co.  of 

Texas,  2300  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75202. 

CS76-186 . do . Sotexeo,  Inc.,  256  Denver 

Club  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202. 

CS76-137 . do . John  B.  Vreeland,  doing 

business  as  Blair-Vreeland, 
P.O.  Box  2603,  Corpus 
ChrisU,  Tex.  78408. 

C876-188 . do . Fitkin  Petroleum  Corp.,  208 

Hightower  Bldg.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73102. 


[FB  Doo.75-26844  FUed  9-29-75;  8: 45  am] 


Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
SEPTE3CBER  22,  1975. 
On  September  11,  1975,  Kaiser  Alumi¬ 
num  and  Chemical  Corporation  and 
Ormet  Corporation  filed  a  motion  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  procedural  dates  fixed  by  order 
Issued  May  30,  1975,  as  most  recently 
modified  by  notice  issued  Juhf  30,  1975, 
in  the  above-designated  matter.  On 
September  15,  1975,  a  notice  shortening 
the  answering  period  to  the  above  motion 
was  issued. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Intervener  Testimony,  November 
21. 1976. 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  December  6, 1976. 
Service  of  American  Electric  Power  Rebuttal, 
December  19, 1976. 

Hearing,  January  6, 1976  (10:00  a.m.  EST) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26007  Filed  9-20-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI75-706] 

ARKLA  EXPLORATION  CO. 

Amendment  to  Application 

September  23, 1975. 
Take  notice  that  on  September  18, 
1975,  Arkla  Exploration  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant).  P.O.  Box  1734,  Shreveport, 
Louisiana  71151,  fil6d  in  Docket  No.  CI75- 
706  an  amendment  to  its  application 
filed  in  said  docket  for  a  certificate  of 
public  CMivenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gsts 
Act,  by  which  amendment  Applicant  re¬ 
quests  authorization  to  s^  natural  gas 
from  acreage  in  addition  to  that 
from  which  Applicant  proposes  In  Its 
Initial  application  to  make  sales,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  amendment 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

By  the  Instant  amendm^t  Applicant 
requests  authorization  to  sell  gas  from 
its  own  Interests  and  the  interests  of 
Stephens  Production  Company  to  Arkan¬ 
sas  Louisiana  Gas  Company  pursuant 
to  a  contract  dated  Mardi  25,  1975,  on 
file  as  Apidicant’s  FE*C  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  49,  as  amended  by  an  agree¬ 
ment  dated  July  9,  1975,  adding  produc¬ 
tion  from  the  HC?M-Oblander  No.  1,  sec. 
7,  T.  18  N.,  R.  11  W.,  Blaine  County, 
Oklahoma,  and  as  amended  by  an  agree¬ 
ment  dated  S^tember  5,  1975,  adding 
production  from  sec.  8,  T.  18  N.,  R.  11 W., 
Blaine  Coimty,  Oklahoma.  The  contract 
of  March  25,  1975,  provides  for  a  rate  of 
51.0  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia,  but  by 
letter  filed  June  2, 1975,  Applicant  agrees 
to  accept  a  certificate  conditioned  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Section  2.56a  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  and  Interpreta¬ 
tions  (18  CTR  2.56a) . 
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Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby  mission  Order  No.  517,  the  filing  to  be 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the  made  by  Cambridge  in  implementation  of 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows;  the  Agreement  is  to  be  treated  as  a  sup- 

Service  of  Testimony,  September  30,  1976.  plement  ^  ® 

Hearing,  October  16,  1976  (10:00  a.m.  EDT).  August  1,  1974  in  Docket  No.  E-8949. 

Article  IV  provides  for  refunds  from 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  September  2,  1974  with  Interest  at  the 
Secretary.  of  7  percent  i>er  aimum.  Refunds  due 

[FR  Doc.75-26996  Filed  9-29-76:8:46  am]  under  the  Fuel  adjustment  provision 

would  be  computed  from  February  12, 
1975. 

[Docket  Nos.  E-8446  and  E-8949]  Article  V  provides  for  a  moratorium  on 

CAMBRIDGE  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  CO.  wholesale  rate  Increases  to  Belmont  so 
A ^  ^  provont  ally  Incrcasc  from  taking 
Order  Approving  Settlement  Agreement  effect  prior  to  April  1,  1976.  The  parties 

September  22,  1975.  further  agree  within  this  article  that 
On  July  24,  1975,  the  Presiding  Ad-  should  we  require  the  filing  of  a  fuel 
mlnistrative  Law  Judge  certified  to  the  clause  complying  with  Order  No.  517  to 
Commission  for  approval  a  proposed  set-  be  effective  as  of  January  1,  1976,  which 
tlement  agreement  between  Cambridge  results  in  a  reduction  in  the  energy 
Electric  Light  Company  (Cambridge)  charge,  Including  the  base  enerjor  rate 
and  the  Municipal  Light  Board  of  the  and  fuel  adjustment  charge,  they  will  not 
Town  of  Belmont,  Massachusetts,  (Bel-  object  to  Cambridge's  request  that  the 
mont) .  If  approved,  the  settlement  would  base  energy  charge  per  Kwh  be  Increased 
resolve  all  issues  at  these  consolidated  8^  of  January  1,  1976  to  compensate  for 
proceedings  and  would  result  in  a  reduc-  the  reduction  per  Kwh  in  the  fuel  adjust- 
tion  of  approximately  $76,500  in  reve-  ment  charge. 

Hues  below  those  rates  currently  being  Article  VI  provides  that  the  provisions 
collected.  of  the  agreement  shall  not  bec(Hne  effec- 

These  proceedings  originated  on  Oc-  ^ve  unless  and  until  unconditional  Com- 
tober  12, 1973,  when  Cambridge  tendered,  mission  approval  becomes  final  and  non- 
at  Docket  E-8445,  a  proposed  change  of  revlewable. 

rates  for  wholesale  service  to  Belmont  Article  VH  contains  a  general  reserva- 
which  would  Increase  the  revenues  from  ^^on  disclaiming  reliance  on  any  prin- 
that  customer  by  approximately  $250,000,  ciple  underl3dng  or  supposed  to  underlie 
based  on  test  year  1972.  By  Commission  settlement  as  negotiated, 
order  issued  December  13, 1973,  the  pro-  Public  notice  of  the  proposed  setUe- 
posed  increase  was  suspended  for  the  ment  was  issued  on  August  1,  1975  with 
maximum  statutory  period  of  five  months  Petitions  or  protests  to  be  filed  on  or  be- 
to  become  effective  on  May  14,  1974.  fore  August  27, 1975.  On  Auguist  18, 1975, 
On  August  1,  1974,  at  Docket  No.  E-  **1®  Commission  Staff  filed  comments 
8949,  Cambridge  submitted  a  second  rate  supporting  the  proposed  settlement 
increase  application,  proposing  further  agreement  stating  that  the  agre^nent 
Increased  charges  to  Belmont  of  $487,140,  refiects  a  cost  of  service  and  revenues  be- 
based  on  test  year  1973.  By  order  Issued  ff^®  f®vels  justified  by  Staffs’  cost  of 
August  30,  1974,  we  suspended  Cam-  studlw. 

bridge’s  second  proposed  increase  for  one  The  Commission  Staff  states  that  Arti- 
day,  until  September  2, 1974,  consolidated  ^  recognizes  that  Cambridge  is  to 

those  proceedings  with  those  at  Docket  f^®ve  a  certain  revenue  level,  part  of 
No.  E-8445,  and  established  hearing  is  generated  by  its  fuel  adjust- 

procedures.  ment  clauses  and  that  a  change  in  sucb 

After  evidence  had  been  served,  the  adjustment  is  not  to  cause  a  change  ir 
parties  reached  the  present  accord.  The  s®^®ment  revenues.  ^  ^ 

principal  provisions  of  the  proposed  set-  Staff  explains  further  that  in  formu- 
tlement  may  be  summarized  as  follows:  i^ttog  the  agrmnent  regaining  the  ef- 
Article  I  provides  for  no  change  in  the  f®®tive  date  of  Cambridge  s  fuel  clausi 
rate  schedule  at  Docket  No.  E-8445  on  conforming  to  Order  No.  517,  or  modifica- 
the  ground  that  the  rate  at  that  docket  schedule  to  offset  revenui 

failed  to  recover  Cambridge’s  revenue  re-  chants  whi^  would  occur  if  we  wen 
quirements,  based  upon  a  1973  test  year.  ^  order  such  clai^e  to  teke  effect  or 
Article  II  provides  for  a  settlement  cost  J^^uary  1,  1976,  the  ^rl^s  have,  no' 
of  service  of  $2,092,549  which  represents  the  Comir^ion’i 

a  negotiated  dollar  agreement  arrived  at  discretioii.  ^Is  is  consistent  with  ou 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  settlement.  The  setUemrat.  Upoi 

settlement  cost  of  service  (See  Appendix  Cambridge  s  filing  of  its  revis^  fud  ad' 
A)  is  based  upon  an  agreed-upon  overaU  pursuant  to  Commissioi 

rate  of  return  of  9.02  percent  which  pro-  O^’dcr  No.  517,  we  sh^  exercise  our  dis 
vides  a  return  on  equity  of  10.40  percent  ^  (tetermin^  wh^er  sucl 

(See  Appendix  B)  clause  shall  be  placed  into  effect  as  o 

Article  m  provides  for  revision  of  In  exercistei 

Cambridge’s  Fuel  Cost  Adjustment  pro-  Tl®  ^® 

.vision  at  Docket  Nq,  E-8949  to  refiect  parties  ^  set  forth  withb 

)  losses  associated  with  wholesale  sales 
[  only,  and  to  conform  with  the  Commis- 


[Docket  No.  RP76-11] 

BACA  GAS  GATHERING  SYSTEM,  INC. 

Rate  Increase 

September  23,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Baca  Gas  Gathering 
System,  Inc.  (Baca),  on  September  12, 
1975,  tendered  for  filing  the  First  Revised 
She^  No.  3A,  Volume  3.  Baca  states  that 
the  proposed  changes,  to  be  effective 
October  14,  1975,  would  increase  its  rev¬ 
enues  from  jurisdictional  sales  by  ap¬ 
proximately  $262,000. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company’s  jurisdictional  customers 
and  Interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene,  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Section  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10) .  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  7,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestant 
a  party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  pub¬ 
lication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-26994  Plied  9-29-76:8:46  am] 
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able  resolution  of  the  issues  in  these 
proceedings  in  the  public  Interest,  and 
that  accordingly,  it  should  be  approved 
and  adopted. 

The  Commission  finds.  The  settlement 
of  these  proceedings  on  the  basis  of  the 
settlement  agreement  certified  herein  by 
the  Presiding  Judge  on  July  24,  1975, 
is  reasonable  and  proper  and  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  and  such  agree¬ 
ment  should  be  approved. 

TTie  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  set¬ 
tlement  agreement  certified  by  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Judge  on  July  24,  1975,  is  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  and  made  a  part 
hereof,  and  is  approved  and  adopted. 

(B)  Within  30  dasrs  Cambridge  shall 
file  revised  sheets  and  rate  schedules  to 
conform  with  the  prtmosed  settlement 
agreement  as  herein  approved. 

(C)  Within  30  da3^  Cambridge  shall 
make  refimds  to  Belmont  of  the  respec¬ 
tive  differences  between  the  rates  pres¬ 
ently  in  effect  and  the  settlemoit  rates, 
with  interest  at  the  rate  of  7  per  cent 
per  anniun. 

(D)  T^thin  45  days  Cambridge  shall 
file  with  this  Commission  a  statement 
of  refunds  pursuant  to  Section  1.35  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act. 


(E)  This  order  is  without  prejudice  to 
any  findings  or  orders  which  Imve  been 
made  or  which  may  hereafter  be  made 
by  this  Commission,  and  it  is  without 
prejudice  to  any  claims  or  contentions 
which  may  be  made  by  the  Commission, 
its  Staff,  the  Company,  or  by  any  other 
party  or  person  affected  by  this  order  in 
any  proceedings  now  pending  or  here¬ 
after  instituted  by  or  against  the  Com¬ 
pany  or  any  other  person  or  party. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

CAMBRIDGE  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  COMPANY,  DOCKET 
NOS.  E-S445  AND  E-8949 

Settlement  cost  of  service,  test  year  1973: 


Rate  base _ $1,666,833 

Rate  of  return _  9.02% 

Cost  of  service: 

Operating  expenses _  1,868,799 

Income  taxes _  83,402 

Return  @  9.02% _  150,348 


Settlement  revenue  re¬ 
quirement  _ $2, 092, 549 


Appendix  B. — Cambridge  EHeelric  Light  Company  Docket  Nos.  Er-8445  and  E-8949 — 
Capitalization  and  rate  of  return  {as  of  June  SO,  1974) 


I 


Capitalization  Component  W^ghted  Overall  rate 

-  return  component  of  return 

Amount  Ratios  (percent)  return  (percent) 

(thousands)  (percent)  (percent) 


Chattanooga  requ^ts  tliat  its  Four¬ 
teenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  on  October  16,  1975,  the  proposed 
effective  date  of  the  underlying  increase 
by  Southern  which  utilizes  the  method 
of  rate  design  set  out  in  Opinion  No.  671 
(United  <3as  Pipeline  CJompany,  50  FPC 
1348  (1973)). 

Chattanooga  further  states  that  it  is 
relying  on  its  alternate  rate  increase  re¬ 
flected  on  Alternate  Fourteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  6  to  be  effective  on  October  16, 
1975,  in  the  event  Fourteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  6  is  not  accepted  to  be  effective 
on  October  16,  1975. 

Chattanooga  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its  juris¬ 
dictional  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  9,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  ^ 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  paries  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


Lonx-tcnn  debt. .  $19,107  48.89  7.56  8.70 

CoDunoneq^ty .  19,881  51.11  10.40  5.32 

TotaL.. .  39,068  100.00  . 


[FR  Doc.75-26008  Piled  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9040] 

CENTRAL  VERMONT  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
September  23,  1975. 

On  September  5,  1975,  Vermont  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative,  filed  a  motion  to  extend 
the  proc^ural  dates  fixed  by  order  issued 
Dec^nber  5, 1974,  as  most  recently  modi¬ 
fied  by  notice  issued  June  23, 1975,  in  the 
above-designated  proceeding.  The  mo¬ 
tion  states  that  the  parties  have  been 
notified  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  her^y 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  October  6, 
1975. 

Sendee  of  Company  Rebuttal,  October  20, 
1978. 

Hearing,  October  28,  1975  (10:00  a.m.  EST). 
By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26002  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP73-329  PGA  76-1] 

CHATTANOOGA  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  PGA  Rate  Adjustment 

September  22, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  12, 
1975,  Chattanooga  Gas  Company  (Chat¬ 
tanooga),  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  to  Original  Volume  No.  1  of  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff  to  be  effective  on  Octo¬ 
ber  16,  1975,  consisting  of  the  following 
revised  tariff  sheets: 

Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6.  and  alter¬ 
natively,  Alternate  Fourteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  6. 

Chattanooga  states  that  the  sole  pur¬ 
pose  of  these  Revised  Tariff  Sheets  is  to 
adjust  Chattanooga’s  LNG  rates  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  PGA  provision  in  Section  5 
of  the  General  Terms  and  Conditions  of 
Its  FPC  Tariff  to  reflect  Increased  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs  resulting  from  a  general 
rate  Increase  by  oae  of  its  suppliers, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  C(Hnpany,  (South¬ 
ern)  in  Docket  No.  RP75-84. 


[FR  Doc.76-26009  Piled  9-29-76;8:46  am] 

.  [Docket  No.  CP64-891 

a  02  CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO.  AND  NATURAL 
—  GAS  PIPEUNE  COMPANY  OF  AMERICA 

Petition  To  Amend 

September  22,  1975. 
Take  notice  that  on  September  11, 
1975,  Cfities  Service  Gas  Company  (Peti¬ 
tioner)  ,  P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma  73125,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP64-89  a  petition  to  amend  further  the 
order  of  the  Commission  of  January  2, 
1964  (31  FPC  3) ,  as  amended,  issued  in 
said  docket  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  authorize. the  ex¬ 
change  of  natural  gas  at  an  additional 
exchange  point  in  Grady  Coimty,  Okla¬ 
homa,  with  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  (Natural) ,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend 
on  ^e  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  pursuant  to  an 
amendment  dated  April  22,  1975,  to  the 
gas  exchange  agreement  between  itself 
and  Natural,  they  agree  to  an  additional 
point  of  exchange  in  Grady  County, 
Oklahoma.  Under  the  agreement.  Nat¬ 
ural  would  deliver  to  Petitioner  gas  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  Anthony  No.  1  Well  in 
Grady  Coimty,  and  Petitioner  would  re¬ 
deliver  exchange  volumes  attributable  to 
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such  deliveries  at  previously  authorized 
exchange  points.  It  is  stated  that  the 
volumes  to  be  d^vered  under  the 
amendment  would  not  increase  the  maxi* 
miim  quantity  of  gas  authorized  to  be 
exchanged  between  Petitioner  and 
Natural.  The  proposed  exchange  is  said 
to  require  the  construction  of  a  side  tap. 
which  Petitioner  states  it  does  not  be¬ 
lieve  requires  certification,  if  however 
certification  is  required,  Petitioner  re¬ 
quests  such  certification. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
October  14,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  Regulations  under  the  Natm^  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  AU  protests  filed 
vtith  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  It  In  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  pcuiy  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  {accordance 
with  the  C(xnmLssion’.s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  DOC.7&-26010  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  BP72-122,  RP73-93,  and 
AB64-1,  et  ol.] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Accepting  Proposed  Disposition  of 
Refunds 

September  23, 1975. 

On  July  30,  1975,  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Company  (CTG)  filed  a  report  of  its 
Intended  disposition  of  refunds  accruing 
under  the  Hugoton-Anadarko  area  rate 
proceeding.  Notice  of  CTG’s  plan  was  is¬ 
sued  August  13.  1975,  with  protests  or 
petitions  to  Intervene  due  on  or  before 
August  27,  1975.  No  protests  or  petitions 
to  Intervene  were  filed. 

CIG  states  that  it  intends  to  fiow  the 
appllc{d}le  refunds  through  by  following 
the  procedures  set  forth  in  Section  23  of 
Its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1.  That  section  provides  that  the 
jurisdictional  {unount  of  CIG’s  supplier 
refunds  shall  be  applied  to  its  unrecov¬ 
ered  purchased  gas  cost  sicoount. 

CTG  also  requests  that  its  filing  of  July 
30, 1975  replace  filings  it  had  msuie  earl¬ 
ier,  on  December  20.  1974  and  J{knuary 
20,  1975,  in  respect  of  refunds  from 
Phillips  Petroleum  Company  and  Petn- 
hEuidle  Producing  Company. 

The  jurisdictional  portion  of  the  re¬ 
funds  provided  by  the  Instant  filing 
amount  to  $4,101,390.46.  We  beUeve  that 
(TIG’S  proposed  disposition  of  such  re¬ 
funds  is  in  the  public  Interest  and  ac¬ 
cordingly  accept  CIG’s  plan. 

The  Commission  finds.  Good  cause 
exists  to  {u:c^t  CTG’s  plan  for  disposi¬ 
tion  of  refimds. 


The  Commission  orders:  (A)  CIG’s 
plan  for  disposition  of  refimds  is  hereby 
accepted. 

(B)  ’The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26996  Piled  9-29-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-8650,  etc.] 

COLUMBUS  AND  SOUTHERN  OHIO 
ELECTRIC  Ca 

Order  Granting  in  Part  and  Denying  in 
Part  Motions 

September,  23.  1975. 

On  August  15, 1975,  the  City  of  Wester¬ 
ville,  Ohio  (Westerville)  filed  a  motion 
styl^  Motion  of  Westerville  To  Require 
Furnishing  of  Papers,  Et.  Al.  requesting 
the  following  relief : 

1.  To  require  Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio 
Electric  Company  (C&SOE)  to  furnish  a 
complete  copy  of  the  filing  to  WmtervUle. 

2.  To  defer  action  in  this  proceeding  until 
Westerville  has  had  a  chance  to  examine  the 
matters  furnished  It  by  C&SOE. 

Westerville  also  advises  that  it  will  in¬ 
form  the  Commission  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  proposed  increased  rates  should 
be  set  for  hearing  or  consolidated  with 
other  rate  Increase  proceedings  before 
the  Commission  in  other  dockets.  On  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1975,  Westerville  filed  a  motion 
seeking  consolidation  of  C&SOE’s  rate  in- 
cresise  filings  in  the  captioped  dockets  ^ 
and  for  rescheduling  of  the  he{uring  cur¬ 
rently  set  for  October  21, 1975  in  Docket 
No.  E-8650.  We  shall  deny  the  relief 
sought  by  Westerville. 

We  shall  grant  Westerville’s  motion 
that  we  order  C&SOE  to  provide  a  copy 
of  the  filing  In  Docket  No.  E-9343  to 
Westerville.  Westerville  was  permitted  to 
Intervene  In  that  proceeding  by  order 
issued  July  15,  1975.  We  note,  however, 
that  Westerville  does  not  state  that  it 
requested  such  information  directly  from 
C&SOE  {tnd  that  its  request  was  denlecL 
As  to  {my  requests  in  the  future,  Wester¬ 
ville  will  be  required  to  show  that  it  h{U5 
pursued  discovery  of  the  Company  before 
invoking  the  authority  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion  to  require  that  C&SOE  furnish  data 
to  Westerville. 

By  letter  order  issued  May  29. 1975,  the 
rates  for  service  to  the  City  of  Columbus 
were  {uscepted  for  filing  and  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Docket  No.  E-9343  were  termi¬ 
nated.  Accordingly,  there  Is  no  further 


^Docket  Nos.  E-8650  and  E-9407  relate  to 
C&SOE’s  rates  for  wholesale  sales  to  the 
Cities  of  Westerville  and  Jackson  and  the  Vil¬ 
lage  of  Olouster,  Ohio.  The  notice  of  'rate 
change  In  E-8650  was  filed  March  4, 1974.  The 
hearing  is  scheduled  for  October  21, 1975.  The 
Notice  of  rate  change  In  E-8407  was  filed 
AprU  29,  1976.  It  Is  scheduled  for  hearing 
January  20,  1976.  AU  the  prepared  testimony 
and  exhibits  in  Docket  No.  B-8650  have  been 
filed.  Only  C&SOE’s  direct  case  has  been  filed 
In  E-9407.  Docket  No.  E-9343  relates  to 
O&SOE’s  rates  for  service  to  the  City  of  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio. 


action  to  be  taken  in  that  proceeding  {md 
Westerville’s  motion  to  defer  {u:tion  must 
be  denied.  We  believe  th{U;  Westerville 
can  fully  protect  its  rights  in  the  cases 
involving  rates  for  service  to  it. 

We  also  do  not  believe  that  consolida¬ 
tion  of  the  proceedings  concerning  the 
rates  for  service  to  Westerville  is  in  the 
public  interest.  The  proceedings  in  Doc¬ 
ket  No.  E-8650  have  been  previously  de¬ 
layed  by  an  interlocutory  appeal  of  a 
procedural  question  to  the  Commission. 
The  testimony  and  exhibits  of  {til  par¬ 
ties  have  been  filed  and  the  matter  is  pro¬ 
ceeding  tow{u:ds  hearing  on  October  21, 
1975.  However,  in  Docket  No.  E-9407, 
testimony  and  exhibits  have  not  been 
filed  by  either  our  Staff  or  Intervenors. 
C&SOE  has  also  not  filed  its  rebuttal. 
Therefore,  consolidation  would  only  serve 
to  delay  resolution  of  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  E-8650.  Accordingly,  we  sh{tll 
deny  Westerville’s  motion  to  consolidate. 

Westerville  h{ts  not  shown  any  cause 
for  delay  of  the  hearing  in  Docket  No. 
E-8650.  That  motion  should  properly  be 
addressed  to  the  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  since  the  matter  is  now 
before  him.  However,  there  is  an  implied 
predicate  to  the  motion  for  rescheduling 
of  the  hearing,  that  the  motion  for  con¬ 
solidation  be  granted.  Since  we  deny  the 
motion  to  consolidate,  we  (dso  deny  the 
motion  to  reschedule  the  hearing  in 
Docket  No.  E-8650. 

The  Commission  finds. — ^Except  {us 
hereinafter  ordered,  good  cause  has  not 
been  shown  to  gnmt  tiie  relief  sought  by 
Westerville’s  motions  of  August  15,  1975 
and  August  25, 1975. 

The  Commission  orders. — (A)  C&SOE 
shall  provide  Westerville  with  a  copy  of 
its  filing  in  Docket  No.  E-9343  within 
15  days  of  the  issuance  of  this  order. 

(B)  Westerville’s  motions  of  August  15. 
1975  and  August  25,  1975  {u:e  otherwise 
hereby  denied. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-20039  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CU71-583] 

DELTA  DRILLING  CO. 

Notice  of  Withdrawal 

September  23, 1975. 

On  September  21,  1975,  D^ta  Drilling 
Company  filed  a  request  to  withdraw  its 
application  for  partial  ab{tndonment 
filed  on  October  5,  1971,  in  the  above- 
designated  proceeding. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  1.11(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  {md.  Regulations,  the  withdrawal 
of  the  above  application  sh{dl  become 
effective  October  2, 1975. 

EZenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-25997  Filed  9-29-76;8:46  am] 
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given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  f(^ows: 

Service  ot  Company  Re¬ 
buttal  - October  21,  1975 

Hearing  (10:00  a.m.  ejat.) 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-25998  PUed  9-29-75; 8: 45  am) 


gas  for  its  own  use  and  that  there  are 
no  known  natural  gas  reserves  below  the 
depth  limitation  contained  in  the  con¬ 
tract.  Hie  Commission’s  order  issuing 
October  28,  1976  certificates  to  the  pipelines  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  related  transportation  facilities  is 
conditioned  upon  the  producers  receiving 
and  accepting  temporary  or  permanent 
certificates  for  the  related  sales.  There¬ 
fore,  in  order  to  permit  the  construction 
of  facilities  to  proceed,  the  Commission 
will  grant  a  temporary  certificate  to 
Texaco,  as  it  has  to  Tenneco  Oil  Com- 

^  j  ^  j  _  pany,  and  consolidate  Texaco’s  appUca- 

’These  provide  for  an  excess  and  emer-  GETTY  OIL  COMPANY,  ET  AL  Won  with  that  of  the  other  producers. 

Ord»GrantingT««ponin-C«rtificate‘»f  Temeoo  OUCom- 

Public  Con«„i.„„  and  Na^sslty 

and  to  whom  Eastern  Shore  sells  at  for  September  22, 1975.  hearing  ^  and  request  for  severance.  The 

whom  it  transports  such  gas  under  this  Texaco  Inc.  filed  an  application  for  a  pleading  was  filed  in  Marathon  Oil  Com- 
rate  when  an  onergency  is  existent  or  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  pany,  et  ai..  Docket  Nos.  CI75-641,  et  al. 
anticipated  <m  a  particular  buyer’s  sys-  necessity  in  Docket  No.  CI76^74  on  Au-  The  Commission  issued  an  order  grant- 
tern.  Ihe  prcHxised  new  rate  is  .20,  derived  gust  4,  1975,  to  Initiate  the  sale  of  gas  ing  a  t^porary  certificate  of  public  con- 
by  rate  of  excess  gas  service  plus  the  cost  from  East  Cmneron  Block  281,  offshore  venience  and  necessity  to  TOC  and  ’TEL 
of  gas  purchased  to  provide  the  service.  Louisiana,  Federal  Domain,  to  Tennes-  to  allow  those  producers  to  initiate  sales 
Deliveries  thereunder  will  be  on  an  in-  see  Gas  Pipeline  Compcmy.  Texaco  owns  of  gas  to  Tennessee  from  East  Cameron 
temiptiUe  basis,  subject  to  such  curtail-  a  50  percent  Interest  In  Block  281  Field  281  and  Eugene  Island  342-3  offshore 
ment.  Interruption  or  discontinuance  at  and  requests  a  certificate  at  the  national  Louisiana,  Federal  Domain.  In  addition 
any  time  as  Eastern  Shore  deems  neces-  rate,  pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  699-H.  to  granting  the  temporary  certificates, 
sary  and  desirable.  Texaco  has  filed  as  pcurt  of  its  appUca-  the  Commission  set  the  applications  of 

Eastern  Shore  also  requests  a  waiver  of  tion  its  contract  dated  July  14,  1975,  TOC  and  TEL  for  hearing  on  the  Issues 
the  notice  requirements  of  Section  154.22  ^^hich  provides  for  a  term  of  five  years  of  limitations  of  gas  sales  contracts.  The 
of  the  Regulations  and  of  Section  20.2  of  limits  the  dedication  of  gas  pro-  contracts  of  TOC  and  TEL  limits  dedica- 
the  General  Terms  and  Con^tio^ns  of  its  duced  from  horizons  found  between  the  tion  of  reserves  to  the  base  of  defined 
Tariff  to  permit  the  tariff  sheets  to  be-  surface  and  the  base  of  the  D-3  sand  in  producing  formations,  limited  dedlca- 
come  effective  as  of  OctobCT  1, 1975.  iiie  Block  281  Field.  In  the  Commission’s  tions  to  75  percent  of  the  reserves  in  those 
Eastern  Shore  states  that  it  has  mailed  order  issued  July  24,  1975,  to  Tenneco  dedicated  depths  for  a  limited  term  of  10 
a  copy  of  this  filing  to  Interested  pur-  oil  Company,  Docket  Nos.  CI75-746,  a  years. 

chasers  and  State  CommL<»ions.  temporary  certificate  was  Issued  for  toe  ’The  Issues  of  limitations  in  the  con- 

Any  person  desiii^  to  w  heard  or  to  other  50  percent  of  toe  undivided  inter-  tracts  of  TOC  and  TEL  therefore  are 
protest  said  filing  toouW  me  a  Ration  ^  Cameron  Block  281,  and  identical  to  toe  issues  in  Crctty  Oil  Com- 
to  intervene  or  protest  wto  urn  Federal  T«meco  Oil  Company  was  directed  to  pany,  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI75-319,  et  al.. 
Power  Commissi^,  825  ^rth  Capitol  present  evidence  of  reserves  and  deliver-  order  issued  June  3,  1975.  On  July  24, 
Street,  NE.,  Watoin^n,  D.C.  20^6,  in  ability  in  toe  consolidated  proceeding,  1975,  the  Commission  denied  rehearing  of 
accordance  with  Sections  l.^nd  1.10  of  (j^ny  Oil  Company,  et  al..  Docket  No.  the  CACG  Group  in  Docket  Nos.  CI75- 
the  Commission  s  Rul^  of  ^acUce  and  CI75-319,  et  al.  As  toe  Instant  applica-  319,  et  al.  In  order  for  the  offshore  pipe- 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  Texaco  involves  its  undivided  50  line  construction  to  proceed,  toe  Com¬ 

petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  perc^t  Interest  in  the  same  field,  we  mission  issued  a  conditioned  certificate 
or  before  October  3,  1975.  Protests  will  shall  consolidate  Texaco’s  application  to  Tennessee  and  the  other'  pipelines  In- 
be  considered  by  toe  Commission  in  de-  with  toe  other  related  applications  for  volved  by  order  issued  July  18,  1975,  in 
fhA  flnnrnnriatp  ftrtJnn  to  be  hearing  and  decision.  The  status  of  Tex-  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corpora- 
to  Interest  was  noted  by  the  Com-  tion,  et  al.  Docket  No.  CP63-177,  et  al. 

^en,  but  not  serve  to  P  mission  in  Its  issuance  of  a  certificate  to  The  Commission  has  been  advised  that 
testants  parties  to  toe  proceeding.  Any  pipeline  companies  by  order  Issued  TOC  and  TEL  filed  on  August  21,  1975, 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  juiy  ig,  1975,  in  Texas  Eastern  Trans-  their  acceptance  of  the  temporary  certif- 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  mission  Corporation,  et  al..  Docket  Nos.  Icates  issued  to  them  cm  July  24, 1975. 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  CP63-177,  et  al  (page  4),  wherein,  toC  and  TEL  argue  that* 

and  available  for  pubUc  inspection.  among  other  things,  toe  CommissiMi  au-  ^  u 

thorized  toe  construction  of  Project  281  Tenneco  OU  and  Tenneco  Exploration  be- 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  facilities.  The  Commission  by  order  heves  the  law  to  be  dear  that  the  commis- 
secretary.  ,m)  ot  the  order 

[PR  Doc.75— 26040  Piled  9-29-75; 8:45  wn]  July  24,  1975,  in  1X16  T6l3.ted  QOCKCtS  dedicate  gas  reserves  [citations  omitted]. 

Marathon  Oil  Company ,  et  al..  Docket  More  specllloally,  these  cases  make  clear  that 
Nos.  CI75-641,  et  al.,  directed  Texaco  to  the  commission  has  no  direct  authority  un- 


^The  orders  issuing  temporary  certificates 
and  consolidating  the  iq)plicatk>n8  for  hear¬ 
ing  are  not  final  orders  ot  the  Commission; 
therefore,  the  iqipUcations  lor  rehearing  will 
be  treated  as  petitions  for  reconsideration. 
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the  Commission  denied  rehearing  of 
these  identical  arguments  of  TEL  and 
TOC  which  were  set  forth  by  the  CAGiC 
group  and  were  related  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  For  those  reasons  the  Commission 
will  deny  the  TOC  and  TEL’s  petition  for 
reconsideration.  The  Shelley  case  cited 
by  petitioners  here  in  any  event  contains 
no  such  ruling.  Furthermore,  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  In  the  Permian  Basin  Area 
Rate  Cases,  390  U.S.  747  overturned  the 
Tenth  Circuit  decision  when  it  affirmed 
the  Commission’s  decision  In  Permian  I, 
34  PPC  159  (1965).  The  Commission’s 
statutory  authority  to  condition  producer 
certificates  is  summarized  in  the  ruling 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Sunray  Mid- 
Continent  Oil  Co.  V.  FPC,  364  U.S.  137, 
155-56, (1960) : 

Petitioner  now  urges  an  application  of  that 
decision  [  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  v.  Mobile 
Gas  Service  Corp..  350  UA.  332]  that  could 
make  private  contracts  the  only  stabilizing 
factor  under  the  Act.  Not  only  does  this  read¬ 
ing  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  integrlty'of 
private  contracts  which  Mobile  underwrote, 
but  It  makes  a  severe  Inciirslon  into  the 
sources  of  that  stability  of  natural  gas  prices 
and  supply  to  which  that  decision  gave  con¬ 
firmation.  Our  consideration  of  this,  as  well 
as  the  rest  of  petitioner’s  arguments,  leads  us 
to  reiterate  our  holding  the  clear  Implication 
of  what  we  recently  said  In  CATCO:  An 
Initial  application  of  an  independent  pro¬ 
ducer  to  make  movements  of  natural  gas  In 
Interstate  commerce  leads  to  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  under 
which  the  Commission  controls  the  basis  on 
which  gas  may  be  Initially  dedicated  to  in¬ 
terstate  use. 

Upon  completion  of  the  hearing  and 
receipt  of  evidence  on  natural  gas  supply, 
the  Commission  will  make  the  final  de¬ 
termination  of  “the  basis  on  which  gas 
may  be  initially  dedicated  to  interstate 
use.” 

In  the  alternative,  TOC  and  TEL  re¬ 
quest  severance  of  their  applications  be¬ 
cause  Tenneco  Oil  Company  has  pro¬ 
posed  in  Docket  No.  CI75-466  that  re¬ 
serves  from  Eugene  Blocks  342  and  343 
and  East  Cameron  Block  281  be  used 
to  correct  the  Imbalance  of  deliveries  by 
TOC  to  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany.  The  issue  in  Docket  No.  CI75-466, 
order  to  show  cause  issued  February  7, 
1975,  and  order  clarifying  order  to  show 
cause  Issued  Mardi  24,  1975,  required 
“Tenneco  and  Tennessee  [Gas  Pipeline 
Company]  to  show  cause  why  Tenneco 
should  not  Immediately  pay  back  to 
Tennessee  an  Imbalance  of  12,552,488 
Mcf  ”  which  Tennessee  *  had  d^vered 
without  FPC  authorization  to  Creole  Gas 
Pipeline  for  the  accoxmt  of  Tenneco  to 
be  used  by  TOC  refinery  and  Air  Prod¬ 
ucts.  The  order  of  February  7, 1975,  con¬ 
tains  no  reference  by  TOC  to  Eugene  Is¬ 
land  Blocks  342-343  and  East  Camenm 
Block  281. 

On  July  31,  1975,  an  Initial  decision 
was  issued  in  Docket  No.  CI75-466  and 
briefs  have  been  filed  on  exceptions.  The 
ALJ  there  noted  that  TOC  referred  to 
East  Cameron  Block  281  (p.  13  of  initial 
decision)  as  part  of  an  “unsatisfactory” 
proposal  filed  with  his  office  on  July  21 
(p.  12  ot  Initial  decision) .  The  ALJ  noted 
that  (p.  13,  footnote  2)  “in  any  evait,  tt 
Is  difficult  to  determine  from  the  con¬ 


fused.  confusing  and  reluctant  testimony 
of  Tenneco’s  witness  precisely  what,  and 
to  what  extent,  reserves  could  be  made 
available  for  repayment.  (See  eg.,  Tr. 
255-301).” 

Gas  sales  contract  limitations  are  not 
an  issue  in  Docket  No.  CI75-466.  TOC 
and  TEL’s  motion  herein  for  severance  is 
not,  therefore,  well  taken  and  will  be 
denied. 

Petitions  to  intervene  have  been  filed 
by  the  following  parties: 

Shell  Oil  Company,  Marathon  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Cabot  Corporation,  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company,  Associated  Gas  Distrib¬ 
utors,  A'r  Products  and  Chemicals  Inc. 

The  Comission  finds. — (1)  Texaco  Inc. 
is  a  “natural-gas  company”  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  here¬ 
tofore  found  by  the  Commission. 

(2)  Participation  by  petitioners  to  in¬ 
tervene  may  be  in  the  public  interest  in 
the  proceedings  in  which  they  have  filed 
petitions. 

The  Commission  orders. — (A)  Based 
upon  the  allegations  presented  in  the  re¬ 
quests  for  temporary  certificates  and 
upon  the  need  for  additional  natural  gas 
supplies,  the  Commission  finds  that  an 
emergency  exists  and  a  temporary  cer¬ 
tificate  is  hereby  issued  to  Applicant  in 
Docket  No.  CI76-74  pursuant  to  Section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  authorizing  the 
sale  by  Applicant  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate 
public  consiunption,  together  with  the 
construction  and  operation  of  any  facil¬ 
ities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  necessary  therefor,  subject 
to  Opinion  No.  699,  as  amended,  and  any 
further  orders  issued  thereunder,  con¬ 
ditioned  to  the  lesser  of  the  contract 
rates  or  the  national  base  rate  of  51.0 
cents  per  Mcf  (14.73  psla),  subject  to 
upward  and  downward  Btu  adju^ment 
from  a  base  of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot, 
plus  a  0.5  cent  per  Mcf  gathering  al¬ 
lowance. 

(B)  Applicant’s  acceptance  or  rejec¬ 
tion  of  the  temporary  certificate  shall  be 
filed  within  30  days  of  the  date  hereof. 
If  accepted,  the  temporary  certificates 
shell  be  effective  upon  the  date  of  receipt 
of  the  acceptance  by  the  Secretary.  Serv¬ 
ice  under  the  temporary  certificate  shall 
commence  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  completion  of  the  facilities  by  the 
purchaser  or  transporter.  Such  service 
may  not  be  discontinued  without  per¬ 
mission  of  the  Commission  Issued  pm:- 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  Section  7(b) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  vdiether  the  con¬ 
tract  term  has  expired  or  not.  The  is¬ 
suance  of  temporary  certificates  and  the 
acceptance  of  the  rate  schedule  are  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  such  final  dispositicm  of 
the  application  for  certificate  as  the  rec¬ 
ord  may  require. 

(C)  Ihe  proceeding  in  Docket  Nos. 
CI76-74  is  hereby  consolidated  for  hear¬ 
ing  and  decision  with  the  proceedings  in 
Getty  oa  Co.,  et  al..  Docket  No.  CT75-319, 
et  al. 

(D)  Section  154.93  (b-1)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations  is  waived  to  per¬ 
mit  the  inclusion  in  the  rate  schedule  of 
Applicant  granted  temporary  certificate 
in  paragraph  (A)  above  of  the  contract 


provision  for  rate  increases  to  hi^er  area 
rate  found  to  be  proper  by  hearing,  rule- 
making,  or  a  Commission  approved  set¬ 
tlement,  and  reimbursement  by  buyer  of 
any  excess  royalty  payment  shall  not  be 
construed  as  meaning  that  any  rate  in¬ 
crease  based  on  such  pricing  provision 
will  be  accepted  for  filing  without  sus¬ 
pension. 

(E)  The  rate  schedule  related  to  the 
authorization  granted  herein  is  accepted 
for  filing  to  become  effective  on  the  date 
of  initial  delivery.  Applicant  shall  ad¬ 
vise  the  Commission  of  said  date  within 
10  days  thereof. 

The  rate  schedule  has  been  designated 
as  follows: 

Description  Designation 

Contract  7/14/1975 _ Texaco  Inc.,  Gas  Rate 

Schedule  No.  521 

(F)  Acceptance  of  the  rate  schedule 
of  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  cr76-74  does 
not  constitute  Commission  approval  of 
the  contractual  reservations  or  limita¬ 
tions  involved  pending  resolution  of  the 
matter  on  the  merits  after  hearing  and 
decision. 

(G)  Appropriate  authorization  from 
the  Commission  is  required  by  any  pipe¬ 
line  to  transport  any  gas  which  the  pro¬ 
ducers  may  be  permitted  to  reserve. 

(H)  Petitioners  to  Intervene  are  per¬ 
mitted  to  Intervene  In  the  proceedings 
in  which  they  have  filed  petitions  to 
Intervene  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  CTommission;  Provided, 
however,  that  participation  by  such 
interveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters, 
affecting  asserted  rights  and  interest  as 
specifically  set  forth  in  the  petitions  to 
intervene;  and.  Provided,  further,  that 
the  admission  of  such  Interveners  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved,  because  of  any  order  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  these  proceedings. 

(I)  Applicsmt  Texaco  shall  present  as 
part  of  its  prepared  evidence,  support¬ 
ing  data  to  show  the  volumes  of  natural 
gas  to  be  produced  and  sold  during  the 
term  of  its  contract  from  contractually 
specified  formations  In  each  Block;  the 
estimated  gross  and  net  total  recoverable 
natural  gas  reserves  in  each  formation 
In  each  Block;  the  estimated  gross  and 
net  recoverable  natural  gas  reserves  com¬ 
mercially  producible  fnxn  the  surface 
to  the  limit  of  the  well  bore  in  each 
Block,  and  dellverabillty  schedules  relat¬ 
ing  to  each  of  the  three  reserves  esti¬ 
mates  called  for  above.  Texaco  may 
adopt.  If  desired,  the  presentation  of  evi¬ 
dence  on  this  matter  by  TOC  relating  to 
Block  281  Field. 

(J)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections  7 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  and  the  R^u- 
latlons  under  the  Natural  Gas 'Act  (18 
CFR  Chapter  1),  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  commencing  November  18,  1975, 
at  10:00  a.m.  (EDT)  In  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commlssicm,  825 
North  CapiM  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  ccmcemlng  the  matters  in 
Docket  Na  CI76-74. 

(K)  (5n  or  before  October  27,  1975, 
Applicant,  Texaco,  and  all  persMis  In 
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support  of  the  applicant  shall  each  file 
their  prepared  testimony  and  exhibits 
comprising  th^r  case-ln-<chlef  upon  all 
parties  to  this  proceeding,  the  Office 
Administrative  Law  Judges,  Commission 
Staff  and  all  parties  to  the  consolidated 
proceeding  in  Docket  Nos.  CI75-319,  et  al. 

(L)  The  joint  petition  for  rehearing 
and  severance  kA  Tenneco  Oil  Company 
and  Tenneco  Exploration  Hied  August  25, 
1975,  is  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

Conunissioner  Smith,  in  concurring 
with  the  issuance  of  this  order,  does  not 
endorse  the  Commission's  conclusions  on 
the  extent  of  its  authority  to  require  un¬ 
conditional  sales  contracts  by  the  pro¬ 
ducers,  for  the  reasons  set  out  in  his 
diss^tlng  statements  to  Getty  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI75-319,  et  al., 
issued  June  3,  1975,  and  Marathon  Oil 
Company,  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI75-641, 
et  al.,  issued  July  24,  <1975. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plttmb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-26011  Filed  9-29-75; 8:45  ami 

[Docket  No.  CI76-1481 

LONE  STAR  PRODUCING  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

September  23, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  11. 
1975,  Lone  Star  Producing  Company 
(Applicant) ,  301  South  Harwood  Street, 
DsJlas,  Texas  75201,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CI76-148  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Das  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  deliver  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  from  its  interest  in  three  wells 
in  Hansford  Coimty,  Texas,  to  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America  (Nat¬ 
ural)  ,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  insi>ection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  to  Natural 
gas  from  the  following  sources : 

(1)  20.51  percent  of  8/8  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  quantity  proven,  developed  and 
economically  recoverable  natural  gas 
owned  by  and  established  through  the 
exploration  activities  of  Applicant  on 
the  date  of  first  delivery  of  gas  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  Natural  attributable  to  the 
Lackey  Unit  #1,  Well  #1  and  underly¬ 
ing  the  lands  and  leases  described  in  the 
contract  but  limited  to  the  subsurface 
interval  from  7,050  feet  and  7,074  feet 
at  no  other  interval,  and  excluding, 
without  limitation,  royalty  interests, 
overriding  royalty  interests,  production 
payments,  and  similar  interest  not 
owned  exclusively  by  Applicant. 

(2)  20.51  percent  of  8/8  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  quantity  of  proven,  developed 
and  economically  recoverable  natural 
gas  owned  by  and  established  through 
the  exploration  activities  of  Applicant 
on  the  date  of  first  delivery  of  gas  by 
Applicant  to  Pipeline  attributable  to  the 
Lackey  Unit  #2,  Well  #1  and  underlying 


contract  but  limited  to  the  subsurface 
interval  from  6,988  feet  to  7,008  feet  and 
at  no  other  Interval,  excluding,  without 
limitation,  royalty  interest,  overriding 
royalty  interests,  production  payments, 
and  similar  interests  not  owned  exclu¬ 
sively  by  Applicant. 

(3)  20.51  percent  of  8/8  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  quantity  of  proven,  developed  an^ 
economically  recoverable  natural  gas 
.owned  by  and  established  through  the 
exploration  activities  of  Applicant  on 
the  date  of  first  delivery  of  gas  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  Pipeline  attributable  to  the 
Lackey  Unit  #3,  Well  #1-U  and  imder- 
lying  the  lands  and  leases  described  in 
the  contract  but  limited  to  the  subsur¬ 
face  Interval  from  6,838  feet  to  3,848 
feet  and  at  no  other  interval  excluding, 
without  limitation,  royalty  interests, 
overriding  royalty  interests,  production 
payments,  and  similar  interests  not 
owned  exclxisively  by  Applicant. 

(4)  20.51  percent  of  8/8  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  quantity  of  proven,  developed  and 
economically  recoverable  natural  gas 
owned  by  and  established  through  the 
exploration  activities  of  Applicant  on 
the  date  of  first  delivery  of  gas  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  Pipeline  attributable  to  the 
Lackey  Unit  #3,  Well  #1-L  and  under¬ 
lying  the  lands  and  leases  of  the  con¬ 
tract,  but  limited  to  the  subsurface  in¬ 
terval  from  7,004  feet  to  7,014  feet  and 
at  no  other  intervals,  excluding,  with¬ 
out  limitation,  royalty  interests,  over¬ 
riding  royalty  interests,  production  pay¬ 
ments  arid  similar  interests  not  owned 
exclusively  by  Applicant. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  gas  at  an 
initial  rate  of  54.84  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
psia,  including  4.11  cents  per  Mcf  tax 
reimbursement  and  subject  to  upward 
and  downward  Btu  adjustment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  C7FR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Cwnmission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  wiU  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  pwirties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par- 
ticii>ate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rvdes. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro- 
cediure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  (m  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petl- 


or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26041  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  ES76-N101 
IOWA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

September  24,  1975. 
Take  notice  that  on  August  29,  1975, 
Iowa  Public  Service  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  filed  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
seeking  authorization  to  issue  up  to  25,- 
000  additional  shares  of  its  presently  au¬ 
thorized  common  stock,  par  value  $5  per 
share.  The  stock  will  be  Issued  In  1975 
and  early  1976  pursuant  to  Applicant’s 
Employee  and  Stockholder  Dividend  Re¬ 
investment  and  Stock  Purchase  Plan. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  with  its  princi¬ 
pal  business  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa  and  is 
engaged  in  the  generation,  transmission, 
distribution  and  sale  of  electrical  energy 
in  the  states  of  Iowa,  Nebraska  and  South 
Dakota. 

The  new  stock  will  be  offered  to  all 
registered  holders  of  the  company’s 
shares  of  common  and/or  preferred 
stock  and  to  most  full  time  employees  of 
the  company  pursuant  to  a  voluntary 
plan  whereby  participants  may  elect  to 
invest  their  regular  cash  dividends  and/ 
or  optional  cash  payments  in  the  com¬ 
pany’s  common  stock.  The  purchase  price 
of  the  new  stock  will  be  the  average  of 
the  high  and  low  sales  prices  on  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange  on  the  investment 
date  (or  the  next  preceding  day  on  which 
the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  is  open, 
if  it  is  closed  on  the  investment  date). 
No  shares  will  be  sold  imder  the  Plan  at 
less  than  the  par  value  of  such  shares. 

’The  net  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the 
New  Stock  will  be  used  to  reduce  short¬ 
term  loans  incurred  and  to  be  incurred 
prior  to  the  sales  of  the  New  Stock  to 
secure  funds  for  construction  purposes 
and  to  meet  expenditures  for  the  con¬ 
struction  program. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  such 
application  should,  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Conunisslon,  Washington,  ,D.C.  20426, 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  desiring  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 


the  lands  and  leases  described  in  the  tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  peti- 
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lions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  The  implication 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26042  Piled  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8264] 

MAINE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Procedural 
Dates 

September  23, 1975. 

On  September  16,  1975,  Maine  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Company  filed  a  motion  to 
extend  the  procedural  dates  fixed  by  or¬ 
der  issued  May  5,  1975,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Company  Retout-  November  21, 
tal  1976  (10:00 

a.m.  EST) 

Hearing  _  December  9, 

1975 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26999  PUed  9-29-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-213] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

September  22,  1975. 

Take'  notice  that  on  September  10, 
1975,  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (Petitioner),  One  Woodward  Ave¬ 
nue,  Detroit,  Michigan  48226,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-213  a  petition  to  amend 
the  order  of  the  Commission  of  Septem¬ 
ber  6, 1974,  issuing  a  c^ificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to 
authorize  the  installation  and  operation 
of  a  12,050  horsepower  compressor  at 
Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Com¬ 
pany’s  (Great  Lakes)  Crystal  Falls  Com¬ 
pressor  Station  No.  8  in  lieu  of  a  7,500 
horsepower  ccxnpressor,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  by  the  order  of 
the  Commission  of  September  6, 1974  (52 
FPC  — ),  it  is  authorized  to  install  a 
7,500  horsepower  compressor  imit  'at 
Great  Lakes’  compressor  station  No.  8 
near  Crystal  Falls,  Michigan.  Petitioner 
states  that  it  received  a  bid  from  a  man¬ 
ufacturer  for  a  compressor  unit  predi¬ 
cated  on  a  full  rating  of  12,050  horse¬ 
power  but  having  a  capability  of  being 
downrated  to  7,500  horsepower.  ’The  cost 
of  the  12,050  horsepower  unit  is  said  to 
be  approximately  $200,000  more  than  the 
cost  of  the  7,500  horsepower  unit.  The 
additional  7,500  horsepower  compressor 
is  said  to  be  required  to  accommodate  the 
transportation  of  additional  volumes  of 


gas  to  be  exchanged  by  Petitioner  and 
Great  Lakes.  Petitioner  states  that  the 
12,050  horsepower  vmit  would  further  af¬ 
ford  protection  against  lower  than  nor¬ 
mal  delivery  pressme  to  Petitioner  from 
GreaLLakes.  The  petition  states  that  the 
compressor  would  be  operated  at  its  full 
ratings  only  when  there  is  inadequate 
line  pressure,  since  the  operation  at  7,500 
horsepower  is  more  favorable  vmder  nor¬ 
mal  winter  operating  conditions  than 
when  fully  loaded. 

.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
p>etition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
October  14,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26012  PUed  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP73-14,  RP73-102.  PGA  76-3 
and  AP75-3] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Order  Cancelling  Hearing 

September  22,  1975. 

On  March  13,  1975  Michigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Pipe  Line  Company  (Company)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  revision  to  tariff^  to 
reflect,  inter  alia,  approximately  $2  mil¬ 
lion  in  advance  payments  *  made  in  the 
lower  48  states.  By  order  Issued  April  30, 
1975  the  Commission  ordered  a  hearing 
to  detehnine  whether  those  advances 
conformed  to  Commission  standards. 

On  August  20,  1975  the  Company  filed 
a  motion  to  cancel  the  hearings  ordered 
on  the  advance  payments  issue.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  its  motion,  the  Company  states 
that  it  has  presented  prepared  testimony 
of  Mr.  Jack  J.  Jamison  which  supported 
the  inclusion  of  the  advance  payments 
in  the  Company’s  rate  base.  Further,  by 
letter  dated  August  5,  1975,  Staff  Coun¬ 
sel  informed  the  Chief  Presiding  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  that  Staff  did  not 
intend  to  file  evidence  at  the  hearing 
because 

[B}ased  on  comprehensive  analysis  of  the 
advances  under  Investigation  the  Staff  has 
found  that  any  adjustments  Staff  would 


1  Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  27F  to  FPC 
Oas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 

*See  Appendix  A. 


make  to  [the  Company’s]  rate  Increase  ap¬ 
plication  at  this  docket  would  be  so  minor 
as  to  have  vlrtuaUy  no  effect  upomthe  com¬ 
pany's  rates  and  charges. 

The  other  parties  to  the  proceeding 
have  indicated  no  opposition  to  the 
payments.® 

The  Commission  may  not  rely  solely 
on  the  conclusory  statement  of  its  Staff 
in  approving  a  rate  increase.  However, 
there  is  evidence  in  the  record  which 
supports  the  propriety  of  the  advance 
payments  and  the  Commission  shall  rely 
on  that  evidence. 

This  order  shall  be  without-prejudice 
to  the  rights  of  any  party  to  challenge 
any  amount  advanced  by  Michigan  Wis¬ 
consin  but  not  expended  by  the  producer 
in  rate  filings  made  pursuant  to  Article 
IV  of  the  Stipulation  and  Agreement 
approved  by  order  issued  February  19, 
19*74  in  Docket  No.  RP73-102  or  in  any 
future  rate  increase  filed  pursuant  to 
Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(3rood  cause  exists  to  cancel  the  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  issue  of  the  propriety  of  the 
advance  payments  listed  In  Appendix  A 
and  approve  that  portion  of  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  rate  increase  which  reflects  tho% 
advance  payments. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  hearing  on  the  propriety  of 
the  advance  payments  listed  in  Appendix 
A  is  hereby  cancelled. 

(B)  That  portion  of  the  rate  increase 
filed  by  the  Company  on  March  13,  1975 
which  is  based  upon  the  Inclusion  in 
rate  base  of  the  advance  payments  listed 
in  Appendix  A  is  hereby  ai^roved. 

(C)  This  order  is  without  prejudice  to 
the  rights  of  any  party  to  challenge  any 
amoimts  advanced  by  Afichigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin  but  not  expended  by  the  producer  in 
rate  filings  made  pursuant  to  Article  IV 
of  the  Stipulation  and  Agreement  ap¬ 
proved  by  order  Issued  February  19, 197e 
in  Docket  No.  RP73-102  or  in  any  future 
rate  increase  filed  pursuant  to  Section 
4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Appendix  A. — Michigan  Wisconsin  Pips 
Lins  Co. 


Producer 

Agreement 

date 

Estimated 
balance, 
May  1, 

1975 

May  Petroleum,  Inc . 

Nov.  1,1974 
Nov.  22, 1974 

3282,860 

49,663 

116,667 

58,333 

350,000 

231,370 

297,500 

Howard  L.  Kennedy . 

John  P.  Mitchell . 

Dec.  6.1974 

Helmerich  &  Payne,  Inc... 
Occidental  Petroleum 

Corp . 

Dec.  20,1974 

Dec.  31,1974 

[FR  DOC.7S-25992  FUed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


•  Other  parties  Include  Exxon  Corporation. 
Wisconsin  Oas  Con^Mmy,  Madison  Oas  A 
Electric  Company. 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  Nos.  CP76-131.  CP76-94] 

MOUNTAIN  FUEL  SUPPLY  CO.  AND 
PHILLIPS  PETROLEUM  CO. 

Order  Granting  Certificate,  Establishing 
Show  Cause  Procedural  Dates  and  Fix¬ 
ing  Date  for  Formal  Hearing 

September  22,  1975. 

On  October  30.  1974,  Mountain  Fuel 
Supply  Company  (Mountain  Fuel)  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP75-131  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
continued  operation  of  certain  facilities 
in  Uinta  County,  Wycwaing,  and  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  by  means 
thereof;  the  sale  of  gas  to  Phillips  Pe¬ 
troleum  Company  (Phillips)  for  use  in  its 
pressure  maintenance  project  in  its 
Bridger  Lake  (Oil)  Field,  Summit 
Coimty,  Utah,  such  gas  to  be  sold  by 
Phillips  back  to  Mountain  Fuel  at  a  later 
date;  and  the  continuation  of  Mountain 
Fuel’s  storage  arrangement  in  the 
Bridger  Lake  Field  with  Phillips.  Such 
application  was  filed  in  response  to  a 
Commission  order  of  July  22,  1974,  in 
Docket  No.  C:;P73-213  directing  Moun¬ 
tain  Fuel  to  show  cause  why  it  should  not 
seek  certificate  authority  as  to  its  facil¬ 
ities  connected  with  the  Bridger  Lake 
Field  storage  project  and  why  its  pre¬ 
vious  actions  with  regard  to  Bridger  Lake 
were  not  in  violation  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

Moimtain  Fuel  requests  authorization 
for  the  operation  of  approximately  24.2 
miles  of  10  inch  transmission  line  with 
appurtenant  facilities  in  Uinta  County, 
Wyoming,  f-  ~  its  main  transmission 
line  southward  to  the  Wyoming-Utah 
border  near  the  Bridger  Lake  Field  in 
Summit  Coimty,  Utah.  This  pipeline  was 
placed  into  operation  on  December  10, 
1969,  without  Commission  authorization 
and  has  been  used  to  sell  on  an  inter¬ 
ruptible  basis  up  to  15,000  Mcf  of  gas 
daily  to  Phillips  for  use  in  its  Bridger 
Lake  pressure  maintenanc  project  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  gas  sales  contract  dated  July 
31, 1969,  as  amended.  Phillips  is  required 
to  pay  Mountain  Fuel  a  charge  of  41 
cents  per  Mcf  (15.025  psia)  for  the  gas 
so  sold.  Under  the  terms  of  this  contract, 
Phillips  agreed  upon  completion  or  ter¬ 
mination  of  its  gas  injection  program, 
to  sell  back  to  Mountain  Fuel  the  natural 
gas  previously  injected.  Pursuant  to  this 
contract  the  following  volumes  have 
been  sold  to  Phillips; ' 


Mcf 

1971  . . . -  3,193,719 

1972  . . . .  1,654,206 

1973  _ _ - .  2,099,173 

1974  (Actual  &  Estimated) _ 2,513,303 


The  subject  pipeline  has  also  been 
used  to  effectuate  a  storage  agreement 
with  Phillips  whereby  Mountain  Fuel 
delivers  gas  volumes  in  excess  of  its  com¬ 
mitted  sales  volumes  to  Phillips  at  its 
Bridger  Lake  compressor  facilities  for 
injection  into  t  e  field  and  later  with¬ 
drawal  at  Phillips  Pork  “A”  No.  5  well, 
except  that  during  certain  periods  cas¬ 
inghead  gas  produced  from  other  wells 
may  be  delivered  to  Mountain  Fuel  and 


accounted  for  as  though  delivered  from 
said  well.  For  all  gas  withdrawn  Moun¬ 
tain  Fuel  is  required  to  pay  Phillips  a 
charge  of  10.0  cents  per  Mcf.  Withdraw¬ 
als  beyond  10,000  Mcf  per  day  are  not 
permitted  and  if  the  required  pressure 
for  injection  exceeds  O'.SOO  psig,  Phillips 
is  not  required  to  accept  gas.  Besides 
the  said  pipeline,  a  metering  station, 
dehydrator  and  heater,  and  425  feet  of 
4-inch  lateral  line  located  in  the  Bridger 
Lake  field  were  constructed  in  order  to 
effectu;  '  '  the  storage  arrangement.* 
Mountain  Fuel  proposes  to  use  this 
storage  service  in  order  to  add  supply 
flexibility  to  its  system  in  meeting  peak 
day  requirements.  Gas  accumulated  in 
Mountain  Fuel’s  storage  account  may 
also  be  used  to  satisfy  Phillip’s  nomina¬ 
tions  imder  the  July  31, 19"',  interrupti¬ 
ble  sales  contract. 

Cost  of  the  subject  pipeline  was  $667,- 
707  of  which  PhiUips  reimbursed  Moun¬ 
tain  Fuel  for  $445,118.  Originally  Phillips 
was  to  pay  for  the  entire  cost  but  it  was 
relieved  of  this  by  a  March  6,  1974, 
amendment  of  the  July  31, 1969,  contract 
wherein  the  rate  fv.r  the  subject  sale  of 
gas  was  increased  from  an  initial  rate  of 
19.0  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia,  with 
.5  cent  per  Mcf  escalations  every  two 
years  thereafter,  to  40.0  cents  per  Mcf 
with  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  annual  escalations. 
The  cost  of  th  ;  lateral  line,  measurement 
station  and  dehydrator  and  heater 
within  the  Bridger  Lake  Field  was 
$42,198. 

The  subject  pipeline  was  constructed 
on  an  existing  right  of  way  previously 
acquired  by  Phillips  for  an  oil  pipeline. 
The  pipeline  traverses  5.3  miles  of  the 
Wasatch  National  Forest  and  its  con¬ 
struction  therein  was  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  U.S.  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice.  The  Gommission  finds  approval  of 
the  subject  proposal  would  not  be  a  ma¬ 
jor  federal  action  significantly  affecting 
the  environment. 

Pursuant  to  our  order  of  July  22,  1974, 
in  Docket  No.  CP73-213,  heretofore  men¬ 
tioned,  Mountain  P\iel  was  ordered  to 
show  cause  why  its  actions  in  construct¬ 
ing  and  operating  various  facilities  in 
relation  to  the  Bridger  Lake  storage 
field  were  not  in  violation  of  Section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  By  our  order  of 
August  20, 1975,  in  Docket  No.  CP73-213, 
although  we  foimd  that  Mountain  Fuel’s 
facilities,  involved  with  Bridger  Lake 
were  jur^ictional,  we  transferred  the 
violation  issue  therein  to  this  docket. 
Since  the  issuance  of  our  July  22,  1974, 
order,  with  the  filing  of  the  subject  ap¬ 
plication,  new  information  has  come  for¬ 
ward  which  warrants  the  expansion  of 
this  violation  issue  involving  Moimtain 
Fuel  and  the  initiation  of  a  similar  show 
cause  proceeding  against  Phillips  for  its 
actions. 

Specifically,  we  direct  Mountain  Fuel 
to  show  cause  why  it  should  not  be  found 


*  Mountain  Fuel  projects  for  1975  sales  of 
1,250,000  Mcf  at  14.73  psia. 

*  These  facilities  are  used  solely  for  with¬ 
drawal  purposes. 


in  violation  of  Sections  7  and  4  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for: 

(1)  Constructing  and  operating  the 
24.2  mile  10-inch  transmission  pipeline 
and  appurtenant  facilities,  and  selling 
gas  to  Phillips  for  resale,  without  Com¬ 
mission  authorization  [Section  7(c)  1. 

(2)  Constructing  and  operating  facili¬ 
ties  related  to  the  Bridger  Lake  storage 
service  without  Commission  authoriza¬ 
tion  [Section  7(c)]. 

(3)  Implementing  its  part  of  the 
Bridger  Lake  storage  agreement  with¬ 
out  Commission  authorization  [Section 
7(c)]. 

(4)  Selling  gas  for  resale  to  Phillips 
without  a  filed  tariff  and  changing  the 
rate  to  Phillips  without  proper  filings 
(Section  4) . 

As  regards  Phillips  Petroleum  Com¬ 
pany,  since  it  appears  that  Phillips  is 
providing  storage  service  to  Mountain 
Fuel  and  charging  a  specific  rate  for 
such  service,  herein  we  require  Phillips 
to  show  cause  in  the  assigned  Docket  No. 
CP7&-94why: 

(a)  It  should  not  file  a  certificate  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  for 
the  continued  operation  of  facilities  in 
the  Bridger  Lake  field  and  to  provide 
storage  service  for  Mountain  Fuel; 

(b)  It  should  not  file  a  tariff  pursuant 
to  Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to 
cover  such  storage  service;  and 

(c)  It  should  not  be  found  in  violation 
of  the  Act  for  (i)  operating  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  Bridger  Lake  field  with¬ 
out  Commission  authorization  [Section 
7(c)],  (ii)  implementing  its  part  of  the 
storage  arrangement  with  Mountin  Fuel 
without  Commission  authorization  [Sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  ],  and  (iii)  providing  the  stor¬ 
age  service  without  a  filed  FPC  tariff 
(Section  4) . 

We  direct  both  Mountain  Fuel  and 
Phillips  to  show  cause  why  punitive  ac¬ 
tion  should  not  be  taken  against  them 
with  respect  to  any  violations  which 
might  be  found  in  this  proceeding. 

Finally,  we  remind  Mountain  Fuel  that 
by  our  order  of  August  20, 1975,  we  have 
ordered  it  to  show  cause  in  this  docket 
why  punitive  action  pursuant  to  Section 
21  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  should  not  be 
taken  with  reference  to  the  violation 
found  in  Docket  No.  CP73-213  for  con¬ 
structing  and  operating  its  Chalk  Creek 
storage  project  since  1960  without  Com¬ 
mission  authorization. 

Because  of  the  seriousness  of  the  show 
cause  matters  herein,  we  believe  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  that  an  evidentiary  record  be 
developed  so  as  to  aid  our  decision  mak¬ 
ing.  All  parties  are  hereby  warned  that 
failure  to  address  themselves  to  show 
cause  issues  raised  herein  could  result  in 
an  adverse  decision  to  them.  Mere  gen¬ 
eral  denials  of  the  subject  oi^er  unsup¬ 
ported  by  specific  facts  upon  which 
Mountain  Fud  and  Phillips  rely  will  not 
be  considered  as  complying  with  this 
order.’ 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  no  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene,  protests  or  notices  of  intervention 
have  been  filed  in  Docket  No.  C3P75-131. 
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The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Moimtain  Fuel  Supi^y  Company  is 
a  “natural  gas  company”  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Natimal  das  Act  as  here¬ 
tofore  foimd  by  the  Commission. 

(2)  The  facilities,  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  as  more  fully  described  in  Docket 
No.  CP75-131,  are  to  be  used  in  the  trans¬ 
portation,  storage  and  sale  of  natural  gas 
in  Interstate  commerce  for  resale  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  the  continued  operation  of 
such  facilities  and  the  proposed  trans- 
portatlcm  of  natural  gas  by  Applicant  are 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  subsec¬ 
tions  (c)  and  (e)  of  Section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Applicant  is  able  and  willing  pres¬ 
ently  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform  the 
service  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
requirements,  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission  thereunder. 

(4)  The  sale  of  gas  by  Mountain  Fuel 
together  with  the  operation  of  facilities 
and  the  transportation  of  gas  for  both 
sUxrage  and  sale  piirposes  are  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  a  certilicate  therefor  should  be  issued 
as  hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(5)  It  may  be  that  Moimtain  Fuel  and 
Phillips  are  In  violation  of  Section  7  and 
4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  hereinbefore 
described. 

(6)  There  exist  common  questions  of 
law  and  fact  which  warrant  the  consol¬ 
idation  of  Docket  Nos.  CP75-131  and  CP 
76-94  for  hearing  and  disposition. 

(7)  It  Is  necessary  and  appropriate 
that  the  Issues  discussed  herein  should 
be  set  for  formal  hearing. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Mountain  Fuel  shall  show  cause, 
if  any  there  be,  why  it  should  not  be  held 
bi  violation  of  Sections  7  end  4  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  Its  actions  involv¬ 
ing  the  Brldger  Lake  sale  and  storage 
project  with  Phillips  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  why  any  punitive  action 
should  not  be  taken  with  respect  to  Its 
action  Involving  Brldger  Lake  and  for 
its  actions  with  regard  to  the  violation 
found  in  Docket  No.  CP73-213. 

(B)  Phillips  Petroleum  Company  shall 
show  cause  in  Docket  No.  CP76-94,  if  any 
there  be,  why  it  ^ould  not  make  Section 
7  and  4  filings  for  Its  storage  (H>erations 
and  facilities  In  the  Brldger  Lake  field, 
vdiy  It  should  not  be  found  In  violations 
why  it  should  not  be  found  In  violation 
o(  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  its  Brldger 
Lake  storage  operations  and  why  pmii- 
tive  action  should  not  be  taken  for  any 
violations  foimd,  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed. 

(C)  Pursu€int  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  Docket  Nos.  CP75-131 
and  CE*76-94  are  consolidated  for  dispo¬ 
sition  and  a  formal  hearing  shall  be  con¬ 
vened  in  Docket  Nos.  CP75-131  and 
CP76-94,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426 
on  November  12, 1975,  at  10  a.m.  (EDT) . 
The  Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 


•  18  CPR  1.9(c) . 


for  the  purpose — See  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority  18  CPR  3.5(d) — shall  preside  at 
the  hearing  in  this  proceeding  and  shall 
prescribe  relevant  procedural  matters  not 
herein  provided. 

(D)  The  direct  case  of  Mountain  Fuel 
and  Phillips  Petroleum  Company  as  to 
all  issues  raised  herein  shall  be  filed  and 
served  on  ^  parties  of  record  including 
the  Commission  Staff  on  or  -before 
October  22,  1975. 

(E)  A  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  is  issued  authorizing  Moun¬ 
tain  Fuel  to  retain  in  place  and  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  operate  the  facilities  described 
in  Docket  No.  OP76-131  to  make  the  sub¬ 
ject  sale  of  gas  to  Phillips  for  resale  as 
hereinbefore  described. 

(F)  The  facilities  and  sale  authorized 
in  paragraph  (E)  above  are  conditioned 
upon  Mountain  Fuel  complying  with  all 
applicable  Commission  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  particularly  Section  157.20  (a) ,  (e) , 
and  (f )  and  Part  154  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations. 

(G)  A  ate  of  public  convenience  na 

(G)  A  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  is  issued  to  Mountain  Fuel 
in  Docket  No.  CP75-131  to  retain  In  place 
and  to  operate  the  facilities  necessary  for 
and  to  ^plement  the  storage  service  by 
Phillips  in  the  Brldger  Lake  field,  as 
hereinbefore  described,  conditioned  upon 
Phillips  making  appropriate  filings  to  im¬ 
plement  its  part  of  the  storage  arrange¬ 
ment  within  60  days  from  the  date  any 
such  filings  are  found  to  be  required  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  also  upon  Ck>m- 
mission  approval  thereof. 

(H)  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard 
in  the  expanded  consolidated  proceeding 
should  on  or  before  October  14,  1975,  file 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Oommlssion’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10) 
and  the  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CPR  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  In  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  willing  to 
become  a  party  to  this  proceeding  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.75-25993  Plied  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-81] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Notice  of  Application 

September  19,  1975. 
Take  notice  that  on  September  10. 
1975,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
America  (Applicant),  122  South  Michi¬ 
gan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  filed 
in  Docket  Na  CP76-81  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 


Act  and  Section  157.7(g)  of  the  Regula¬ 
tions  thereunder  (18  CPR  157.7(g) )  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  for  permission  and  approval  to  aban¬ 
don,  for  a  4;welve-month  period  com¬ 
mencing  October  1, 1975,  and  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  field  gas  compression  and  related 
metering  and  appurtenant  facilities,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  is  to  augment  Applicant’s 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch  in 
the  construction  and  abandonment  of 
facilities  which  will  not  result  in  chang¬ 
ing  Applicant’s  system  salable  capacity 
or  service  from  that  authorized  prior  to 
the  filing  of  the  Instant  application. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  construction  and  abandon¬ 
ment  would  not  exceed  $3,000,000,  nor 
would  the  cost  of  any  single  project  ex¬ 
ceed  $500,000.  Applicant  states  further 
that  these  costs  would  be  financed  from 
funds  on  hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  imder  the  Natund  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  (Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  WUl  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  bec<»ne  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intorvene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  juiis^ction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  toat  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  and  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  conveni¬ 
ence  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave 
to  Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  ftur- 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  tar  Applicant  to  app^r  ae  . 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26006  Filed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


{Docket  No.  E-8954] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing  Dete 
September  23,  1975. 

On  September  17,  1975,  Stafi  Counsel 
Died  a  motion  to  postpone  the  hearing 
date  set  by  order  issued  February  3,  1975, 
as  most  recently  modified  by  notice  issued 
August  6,  1975,  in  the  above-designated 
matter. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
date  in  the  above  matter  is  postponed 
from  September  30,  1975,  to  October  2, 
1975. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-26000  FUed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


In  response  thereto  Applicant  has  filed,  The  cost  of  the  LNG  facilities  is  stated 
concurrently  herewith,  its  answer  to  the  to  have  been  $2,420,314,  which  sum  was 
order  to  show  cause.  In  its  answer  Ap-  paid  out  of  the  general  corporate  funds 
pUcant  asserts  that  since  the  Eau  Claire  of  Applicant. 

facilities  were  constructed  vmder  the  au-  By  its  application  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
thorization  of  and  are  fully  regulated  by  84  Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
PSCW,  Commission  Jurisdiction  over  implement  the  terms  of  a  sale  and  ex- 
such  facilities  would  overlap  and  inter-  change  agreement,  dated  July  16,  1973, 
fere  with  PSCW’s  supervision'.  Should  the  and  its  addendum,  with  Wisconsin  Gas. 
Commission  reject  this  approach,  Appli-  The  agreement  provides  for  Applicant  to 
cant,  in  the  alternative,  seeks  Commis-  deliver  certain  quantities  of  LNG  to  Wis- 
sion  approval  of  the  Eau  Claire  facility,  consin  Gas  at  Applicant’s  Eau  Claire 
the  construction  of  which  has  already  plant,  which  LNG  would  then  be  trans- 
been  certificated  by  PSCW.  Applicant  ported  by  Wisconsin  Gas  in  cryogenic 
claims  that  the  fact  that  construction  trucks.  In  exchange,  Wisconsin  Gas 
of  the  subject  facihties  has  already  been  would  arrange  to  have  delivered  to  Ap- 
completed  makes  a  request  for  construe-  plicant  twice  the  equivaloit  volume  of 
tion  authorization  a  pointless  exercise.  LNG  deUvered  to  Wisconsin  Gas  by  Ap- 
In  Docket  No.  CP76-83  Applicant  re-  plicant.  To  meet  its  make-up  gas  obliga- 
quests  approval  of  the  construction  of  tion  Wisconsin  Gas  would  limit  its  re- 
the  LNG  peak-shaving  facilities  and  au-  ceipt  of  its  gas  entitlement  from  Michl- 
thority  to  continue  to  operate  such  fa-  gan  Wisconsin  Pipe  line  Company 
cilities  for  the  sale  of  LNG  in  interstate  (Mich  Wis) .  In  turn,  Mich  Wis  would 
commerce  as  authorized  by  the  Commis-  limit  its  receipt  of  its  gas  entitlement 
Sion.  Applicant  states  that  the  plant  has  from  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 
been  designed  to  liquefy  natural  gas  at  Company  (Midwestern) ;  and  Midwest- 
a  rate  of  1,940  Mcf  per  day  for  storage  in  em  would  deliver  the  make-up  gas  to 
a  holding  tank  having  a  net  c£q>acity  of  Applicant  at  an  existing  delivery  point 
270,000  Mcf  of  equivalent  natural  gas  in  Cass  Coimty,  North  Dakota.  Appli- 
<78,000  bbl.) .  The  vaporization  and  send-  cant  states  that  the  LNG  obtained  by 
out  design  rate  will  be  24,000  Mcf  of  va-  Wisconsin  Gas  would  be  used  to  serve 
porous  gas  per  day.  Applicant  states  that  high  priority  markets  in  those  communi- 
such  facilities  are  required  to  meet  the  ties  to  w^tem  Wisconsin  where  Wlscon- 
wintertimepeakrequirementsofthehigh  Northern  Natural 

priority  (Le.,  residential  and  small  vol-  Applicant  states  that  the  schedule  oJ 
ume  commercial/industrial)  consumers  quantities  of  LNG  which  would  be  deliv 
served  by  its  system.  ered  by  it  to  Wisconsin  Gas  is  as  follows 


(Docket  Nos.  CP76-83  and  (3P76-84] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Applications 

September  22,  1975. 
Take  notice  that  on  September  11, 
1975,  Northern  States  Pown  Company 
(Wisconsin)  (Api^icant),  100  North 
Barstow  Street,  Eau  Cla^,  Wisconsin 
54701,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76-83  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  7(c)  al  the  Natural  Ges 
Act  an  application  fw  approval  of  the 
construction  of  the  liquefied  natural  gas 
(LNG)  peak  shaving  plant  in  Eau  Claire 
County,  Wisconsin,  and  for  a  certificate 
ci  public  (xmvehience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  continued  operation  of  such 
LNG  faculties,  in  the  alternative  to  Ap- 
jUicant’s  answer  to  the  Commission’s 
order  to  show  cause  ^  in  which  answer 
Applicant  asserts  that  such  approval  and 
authorization  are  imnecessary.  Ts^e  fur- 
tha*  notice  that,  concurrenUy,  Applicant 
filed  cm  applicatiem  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
84  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  sale  of  LNG  to  Wisconsin  Gas 
Company  (Wisconsin  Gas).  Applicant’s 
proposals  are  more  fully  set  forth  in  its 
appUcations  which  are  on  file  wdth  the 
Commission  and  are  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Aivlieant  states  that  it  completed 
construction  of  the  Eau  Claire  LNG  fa¬ 
cilities  in  1969  under  the  authorization 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Wis¬ 
consin  (PSCW).  Applicant  alleges  that 
at  the  time  authorization  for  the  LNG 
facilities  was  sought  no  interstate  sales 
of  LNG  were  contemplated.  By  order  is¬ 
sued  July  12,  1972,  in  Docket  No.  CP72- 
201  the  Commission  authorized  the 
transportation  and  s.ile  of  LNG  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  by  Ai^licant  to  its  par¬ 
ent  corporation  Northern  States  Power 
Cennpany  (Minnesota) .  Subsequently,  by 
order  Issued  June  23, 1975,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  directed  Applicant  to  show  cause 
why  its  construction  and  operation  of  the 
subject  LNG  facilities  without  Commis¬ 
sion  authorization  are  not  in  violation  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 


Annual  LNO 
requirements 
In  1,000  ft> 
eqniyalent  of 
vaporous  gas 


Maximum  dally 
payback 
oDligatior. 
(1,000 


Probable  site  of  LN  O 
vaporizing  plant(s) 


Commence  Terminate 


10, 000  Black  River  Falls. 

25,000  Rice  Lake . 

40,000  Richland  Center.. 
60,000  None  additional.. 

76,000  . do . 

75,000  . do . 

75,000  . do . 

75.000  . do . 

75,000  . do . 

75,000  . do . 


Dec.  1,1973  Mar.  31,1974 
Sept.  1,1974  Mar.  31,1975 
Sept.  1,1975  Mar.  31,1976 
Sept.  1,1976  Mar.  81,1977 
Sept.  1,1977  Mar.  31,197^ 
Sept.  1,1978  Mar.  31,1979 
Sept.  1,1979  Mar.  31,19H0 
Sept.  1,19^  Mar.  31,1981 
Sept.  1,1981  Mar.  31,1982 
Sept.  1,1982  Mar.  31,1983 


1973- 74. 

1974- 75. 

1975- 76. 

1976- 77. 

1977- 78. 

1978- 79. 

1979- 80. 


1981- 82. 

1982- 83. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said  cedure,  hearings  will  be  held  without 
applications  sh^d  on  or  tefore  O^ber  farther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 

Com'SoSVSLSSi, 

titions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord-  vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com-  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro-  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Reg-  of  the  certificates  is  required  by  the  pub- 
ul^om  under  the  Natmal  Gm  Art  (18  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petl- 
CFR  157.10) .  im  protests  filed  with  the  ^  intervene  is  timely  filed. 

Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 

determining  the  appropriate  action  to  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  believes  that  formal  hearings  are  re- 
protestants  parties  to  the  procee^ngs.  quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearings 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  vdll  be  duly  given, 
to  eitoer  proceeding  or  to  participate  m  Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  . 

a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance  o^rwise  adv^d,  it  will  be 

with  the  Commission’s  Rules.  unnecessary  for  AppUcant  to  appear  or 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to  be  represented  at  the  hearings, 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to  Kenneth  F  Plumb 

the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed- 

eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  aecrera  y. 

and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  lFRDoc.75-260i3FUed  9-29-75; 8 :46  am] 


*  Order  Issued  June  23,  1975,  in  Wisconsin 
Gas  Co.,  et  al.  Docket  No.  C^6-155,  et  al. 
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[Docket  No.  E-7777  (Phaae  H)  ] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
September  23, 1975. 

On  September  8, 1975,  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  and  City  of  Santa 
Clara,  California  filed  motions  to  extend 
the  procedural  dates  fixed  by  order  Is¬ 
sued  March  14,  1974,  as  most  recently 
modified  by  notice  issued  July  14,  1975, 
in  the  above-designated  proceeding.  Tlie 
motions  state  that  the  parties  have  been 
notified  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  Janxiary  5, 
1976. 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  February  6,  1976. 
Service  of  OcHnpany  Rebuttal,  March  8.  1976, 
Hearing,  March  29,  1976,  (10:00  am.  EST). 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-26003  PUed  9-29-76; 8: 46  ami 


[Docket  No.  ER76-112] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA 
Notice  of  New  Delivery  Point 

September  2,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  11, 
1975,  Public  Service  Company  of  Indi¬ 
ana  tendered  for  filing  an  agreement 
dated  July  9,  1975,  with  the  City  of  Log- 
ansport,  Indiana  for  the  supply  of  the 
total  electrical  requirements  of  an  indus¬ 
trial  customer  to  be  served  by  the  City 
of  Logansport  at  a  delivery  point  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  Interconnection  Agree¬ 
ment  between  the  above  two  parties  des¬ 
ignated  as  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  223. 

Service  to  the  City  of  Logansport 
commenced  on  May  20,  1975,  based  on 
the  tariff  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
January  8,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  E-8587 
which  went  into  effect  on  October  15, 
1974,  subject  to  refund  based  on  the  final 
order  of  the  Commission  in  such  Docket. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  October  3,  1975.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  becmne  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  CommisslcMi 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26014  Piled  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-114] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA 
Notice  of  New  Delivery  Point 

September  22, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  11, 
1975,  Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana, 
Inc.,  tendered  for  filing  its  agrement 
dated  December  1,  1974,  with  Warren 
County  Rural  Electric  Membership  Cor¬ 
poration,  which  suppl^ents  the  con¬ 
tract  between  the  above  two  parties  dated 
December  1, 1973,  by  the  addition  of  ref¬ 
erence  to  a  new  delivery  point  designated 
as  the  Ge6sie-69  delivery  point  and  by  the 
deletion  of  reference  to  the  existing  Cov¬ 
ington  delivery  point. 

This  new  delivery  point  is  presently  not 
in  service  and  the  service  cmnmence- 
ment  date  is  still  to  be  determined. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10) .  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  3,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26016  Piled  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-116] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA 
Notice  of  New  Delivery  Points 

September  22, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  11, 
1975,  Public  Service  Ccunpany  of  Indiana, 
Inc.,  tendered  for  filing  its  agreement 
dated  Jime  1,  1974,  with  Clark  Coimty 
Rural  Elec^c  Membership  Corporation, 
which  suppinnents  the  contract  between 
the  above  two  parties  dated  December  1, 
1973,  by  the  addition  of  reference  to  two 
new  delivery  points  designated  as  the 
Borden  deUveiy  point  and  the  New 
Washington  delivery  point. 

Neither  of  these  delivery  points  is  pres¬ 
ently  in  service  and  the  service  com¬ 
mencement  dates  are  still  to  be  deter¬ 
mined. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  (Tapitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  3,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 


mining  the  c4}propriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and^are  available  for  public  in^)ection. 

EIenneth  F.  Plumb,  v 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26016  FUed  9-29-75; 8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER7&-117] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA 
Notice  of  New  Deliveiy  Point 

September  22,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  11, 
1975,  Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana, 
Inc.,  tendered  for  filing  its  agreement 
dated  March  1,  1975,  with  Pai^  CTbunty 
Rural  Electric  Membership  Corporation, 
which  supplements  the  c<mtract  between 
the  above  two  parties  dated  December  1, 
1973,  by  the  addition  of  reference  to  a 
new  delivery  point  designated  as  the 
Lake  Holiday- 138  delivery  point. 

This  new  delivery  point  is  presently 
not  in  service  and  the  service  cmnmence- 
ment  date  is  still  to  be  determined. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  vdth  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  October  3,  1975.  Protests  vdU 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  ta  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26017  Piled  9-29-76; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-20] 

SUPERIOR  WATER,  LIGHT  AND  POWER 
COMPANY 

Order  Denying  Motion  for  Reconsideration 
September  23,  1975. 

On  August  25,  1975,  Superior  Water, 
Light  and  Power  Company  (Superior  or 
Company)  filed  an  application  for  re¬ 
hearing  of  Commission  Order  dated  Au¬ 
gust  21,  1975,  in  the  above-entitled  pro- 
ceeding.^ 

The  August  21,  1975,  Order  provided, 
inter  alia,  tor  acceptance  of  Superior’s 
proposed  rate  increase  and  suspension 
for  five  months  with  the  use  thereof  de¬ 
ferred  until  January  22,  1976,  subject  to 
refimd,  pending  the  outcome  of  the  con¬ 
solidated  hearing  of  this  case  with  Dock¬ 
et  Nos.  E-9499  and  E-9502  involving  its 
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parent  company,  Minnesota  Power  and 
Light  Company  (MPftL) . 

Supolm*  in  its  application  tor  rehear¬ 
ing  states  that  its  liUng  was  consolidated 
in  the  Order  of  August  21.  1975,  with 
Docket  Nos.  E-Si499  and  E-9502  invotlv- 
ing  MPliL  because  “the  major  portion  of 
the  proposed  rate  increase  of  Superior 
in  the  instant  submittal  is  intended  to 
track  the  recent  rate  Increase  filing  of  its 
parent  Company  MPftL  in  Docket  No. 
E-9502,”  and  Superior’s  rate  increase 
filing,  therefore,  ‘‘will  involve  matters 
similar”  to  those  currently  pending  in 
MPAL’s  June,  1975  rate  application. 

Superior  points  to  the  fact  that  on 
July  18. 1975,  the  Commission  suspended 
the  effectiveness  of  MP&L’s  rate  increase 
as  it  applies  to  Simerior  for  a  period  of 
30  days  untU  Ai:u:iBt  18.  1975;  while  on 
August  21,  1975,  the  Commission  sus- 
poided  the  effectiveness  of  Superior's  in¬ 
crease  for  the  full  statutory  poiod  of  5 
months  until  January  22,  1976.  Superior 
states  that  because  its  need  is  based 
larg^  on  the  cost  of  purchased  power 
from  MPAL,  its  rate  increase  should  be 
given  an  effective  date  more  in  line  with 
the  effective  date  given  to  MP&L's  rate 
filing,  and  to  do  otherwise  win  place  the 
Company  in  a  serious  financial  condition. 
Superior  also  argues  fmr  a  shortened  sus- 
pensicm  period  based  tmon  its  aUegation 
that  it  is  In  serious  financial  troiriale  at 
this  time,  citing,  among  other  things, 
that  its  rate-cff -return  on  common  equity 
declined  from  a  1973  level  oi  7.5%  to 
Al%  causing  Superior  to  postpone  a 
planned  issue  Ot  first  mortgage  bonds 
totaling  $3,500,000. 

We  do  not  find  Sitoerlor’s  arguments 
in  support  of  a  shortened  suspensicm  pe¬ 
riod  to  be  persuasive.  We  have  reviewed 
all  of  the  pertinent  cost  and  revenue  data 
contained  in  SuperkMr’s  rate  filing  as  well 
as  the  arguments  contained  in  Stmerior’s 
August  25. 1975,  pleading  and  have,  upon 
reconsideration,  found  the  five  numth 
suspension  ordered  in  our  August  21, 
1975,  order  to  be  sqjpropriate.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  shall  deny  Superior’s  August  25, 
1975,  motion  for  reconsideration  of  our 
August  21, 1975,  order  in  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  finds: 

Superior’s  moticm  for  reconsideration 
shoiild  be  denied. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Superior’s  August  25,  1975,  mo¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  August  21.  1975,  order  is  hereby 
denied. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-26004  FUed  9-29-75;8;46  lun] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-751 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  UNE 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Modification  of  Service  Date 
l^PTEMBBR  22,  1975. 

On  Sept^ber  2.  1975,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  defer  his  date  of  service 
on  the  issue  of  advance  payments,  set 
by  order  issued  April  SO,  1975,  as  most 
recently  modified  by  notice  issued  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975,  retaining  the  present  date 
of  service  on  all  other  issues  in  the 
above-designated  matter. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  date  of 
service  for  Staff  Counsel  in  the  above 
proceeding,  on  the  advance  payments 
issue  only,  is  deferred  until  December  2, 
1975.  All  other  Staff  testimony  will  be 
served  on  October  1, 1975. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-26018  FUed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


iW«  ahaU  treat  Superior’s  pleading  as  a 
motion  for  reconsideration  because  applica¬ 
tions  tor  rehearing  of  suspension  orders  do 
not  lie  Insofar  as  they  rekite.  Inter  oHa,  to  the 
length  of  the  suspension  ordered.  Municipal 
Light  Boards  of  Reading  and  Wakefield, 
Mass.  V.  FJ>jC.  460  F.ad  1841  (D.C.  Clr.  1971), 
cert.  den..  406  UA.  689  (1972). 


[Docket  No,  CP76-781 
TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

September  22,  1975. 
Take  notice  that  on  September  8. 1975, 
TTunkline  Gas  Company  (Applicant), 
P.O.  Box  1642,  Houston,  Texas  77001, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP1&-16  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  natural  gas  for 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (Transco)  and  Consolidated  Gas 
Supply  Corporation  (Consolidated)  from 
offshore  to  onshore  Louisiana,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
Inspection. 

Applicant  requests  in  the  instant  ap¬ 
plication  that  it  be  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  up  to  14,900  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  from 
an  existtng  Interconnection  between  its 
pipeline  and  a  gathering  pipeline  of 
Transco  and  Consolidated  (m  a  platform 
oi  Placid  Oil  Company  In  South  Tim- 
balier  Block  179,  offshore  Louisiana,  to 
a  point  of  delivery  to  'Transco  for  Trans- 
co’s  account  and  for  the  account  of  Con¬ 
solidated  downstream  of  Mobil  Oil  Cor¬ 
poration’s  Cow  Island  Processing  Plant, 
Vermilion  Parish,  Louisiana.  The  gas 
transported  would  be  transported 
through  Shdll  Oil  Corporation’s  existing 
Calumet  Processing  Plant  along  with  the 
other  volumes  of  Applicant’s  gas.  Ther¬ 
mally  equivalent  volumes  of  gas  would 
be  delivered  to  or  for  the  account  of 
Transco  and  Consolidated  less  processing 
fuel  and  shrinkage  and  compressor  fuel. 

The  cost  of  the  proposed  service  is 
stated  to  consist  o(  a  monthly  demand 
charge  of  $3.31  per  Mcf  for  the  11,200 
Mcf  demand  level  of  TYansco  and  the 
3,700  Mcf  contract  demand  level  of  Ccm- 
solidated.  Such  rate  Is  said  to  be  subject 
to  increase  or  decrease  by  ui  amount 
equal  to  10.88  cents  per  Mcf  that  Appli¬ 
cant  transports  in  excess  of  the  (xmtract 
demand  requlremoit  or  fails  or  is  un¬ 
able  to  take  on  any  day. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
14,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CPR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natiural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  moti(m  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for  unless  otherwise  advised.  It  win  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-2e019  FUed  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  OPe7-2861 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO.  AND  TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Withdrawal 

September  23,  1975. 

On  September  17,  1975,  United  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Company  and  Transcontinen¬ 
tal  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  filed  a 
withdrawal  of  their  joint  petition  filed 
June  20,  1974,  in  the  above-designated 
proceed^. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  1.11(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations,  the  withdrawal 
of  the  above  petition  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  October  17.  1975. 

BIenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doe.75-28001  FUed  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9147  (Phase  H)  ] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Procedural 
Detes 

September  23, 1975. 
On  September  8,  1975,  Electricities  of 
North  Carolina  filed  a  motion  to  extend 
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the  procedural  dates  fixed  by  order  issued 
January  22, 1975,  as  most  recently  modi¬ 
fied  by  notice  issued  July  9. 1975,  In  the 
above-designated  proceeding.  The  motion 
states  that  the  Staff  Counsel,  the  Co¬ 
operative  Interveners  and  Virginia  Elec¬ 
tric  and  Power  Company  have  been  noti¬ 
fied  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 
Service  of  Intervener 
Testimony,  November  10, 1975. 

Service  of  Staff 
Testimony,  December  1, 1975. 

Service  of  Company  Direct 
Testimony,  December  22, 1975. 

Service  of  Intervener 
Rebuttal,  January  6, 1975. 

Hearing,  January  20,  1976  (10:00  ajn. 
EST). 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

KEmrsTH  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26005  Plied  9-29-76;8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  CONSERVATION- 
TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE- 
CONSERVATION  WITHIN  THE  GAS  IN¬ 
DUSTRY 

Order  Designating  Members 

Seftembee  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Ccunmisskm  by 
Order  Issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  Ihe  Conservation-Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Task  Force-Conservation  Within 
the  Oas  Industry  of  the  National  Qas 
Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Conservation-Technical  Advisory  Task 
Force-Conservation  Within  the  Gas  In¬ 
dustry  as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission  witti  the  approval  of  the 
Commission,  are  as  follows: 

Clarence  B.  Folsom,  North  Dakota  Geological 
Survey,  Grand  Porks,  Nortti  Dakota, 
Gerald  Mardls,  Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co., 
Winter  Park.  Flc»:lda. 

V.  P.  Knight,  Texaco,  Inc.,  Houston.  Texas. 
Henry  B.  Idartch,  £3  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
El  Paso,  Texas. 

John  D.  Peterson,  Minnesota  Benergy  Agency, 
St.  Pa\il,  Minnesota. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-26025  Plied  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  CONSERVATION- 

TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

Septembeb  24,  1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  issued  S^tember  15,  1975  estab¬ 
lished  the  Conservation-Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  of  the  National  Qas 
Smvey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Conservation-Technical  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  as  selected  by  the  Cliairman  of 
the  Commission  with  the  approval  of  the 
Commission,  are  as  follows: 


WesUm  Plaber,  Mimuri  Xnergy  Director, 
Jeflstson  City,  MlwmrL 
Bobort  J.  Ltttln.  OuanB-Comlng  PlherglaM 
Cmp.,  Toledo,  Ohio. 

F.  C.  Sweat,  Shell  Oil  Company,  Houston. 
Texas. 

A1  A.  Pry,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Samuel  Stewart,  Minnesota  Energy  Agency, 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 

Virgil  W.  Meythaler,  Texas  Oas  Transmission 
Ctorp.,  Owenshoro,  Kentucky. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  ~  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-26033  PUed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  CONSERVATION- 
TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE- 
EFFICIENCY  IN  USE  OF  GAS 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  issued  September  15.  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Conservation-Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Task  Force-EfBclmcy  In  Use  of 
Gas  oi  the  National  Qas  Survey. 

1.  Membmhlp.  New 'members  to  the 
Conservation-Technical  Advisory  Task 
Force-Efficiency  in  Use  of  Qas  as  selected 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  with 
the  approval  (ff  the  Commission,  are  as 
follows: 

John  A.  Griffey,  Arkansas  State  Energy  OfiSce, 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas. 

Francis  J.  Riordan,  New  Hampshire  Public 
Utilities  Commission.  Coneord,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire. 

Robert  Sloan,  Philadelphia  Gas  Works,  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Pennsylvania. 

Charles  P.  Stewart.  Columbia  University, 
New  York,  New  York. 

Samuel  Stewart,  Mirmesota  Eoergy  Agency, 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota. 

James  Woodruff.  Michigan  Public  Service 
Commission,  Lansing,  Michigan. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-26029  Piled  9-29-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  CONSERVATION- 
TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE- 
NET  ENERGY  COST  OF  COMPETITIVE 
ENERGY  SYSTEMS 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
TThe  Federal  Power  Coimnissl<Hi  by 
Order  issued  September  15,  1975  estab¬ 
lished  the  Conservation-Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Task  Force-Net  Energy  Cost  of 
Competitive  Sj^tems  of  the  National  Qas 
Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Conservation-Technical  Advisory  Task 
Force-Net  Energy  Cost  of  Ctxnpetitive 
Ikiergy  Systems  as  selected  by  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Ctnnmlsslon  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commission,  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

James  J.  Matour,  Philadelphia  Oas  W<n‘ks, 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

George  A.  Cochran,  Mlaateelppl  Fuel  A 
Energy  Management  Commission,  Jackson, 
Mississippi. 


John  D.  Peterson,  Mtnnesota  Bnergy  Agency, 
8t.  Paul,  Mlnnewota. 

W.  B.  Canty,  SheU  Oil  Company,  Houston, 
Texas. 

David  W.  Holmes,  Callfcnmia  Public  Utilities 
Commlaaton,  San  Francisco,  California. 

By  the  C(Mnmisslon. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26022  Filed  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  EXECUTIVE 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commlssimi  by  Or¬ 
der  issued  September  15. 1975,  announced 
a  new  program  for  the  National  Gas 
Survey  and  initial  membership  for  the 
Executive  Advisory  Committee. 

1.  Menibership.  New  members  to  the 
Executive  Advisory  (Tommittee  as  ae- 
leeted  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  the  approval  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  are  as  follows: 

T.  Lewis,  Austin,  Chairman  of  the  Board, 
Texas  Utilities  Compemy,  Dctllas,  Texas. 

J.  F.  Bookout,  Executive  Vice  Preetdant  for 
Exploration  &  Development,  l^ell  CXI  Com¬ 
pany,  Houston,  Texas. 

Richard  H.  Bowerman,  Chairman  of  the 
Board  and  CSiief  Executive  CXBcer,  The 
Southern  CTonnecticut  Gas  Company, 
Bridgeport,  Connecticut. 

CXiaHes  P.  Luce,  CThalrman  of  the  Board  and 
President,  Consolidated.  Edison  Cranpany 
of  New  York,  Inc.,  New  York,  New  York. 
Manhall  McDonald,  President,  Florida  Power 
&  Light  Ccunpany,  Miami,  Florida. 

John  P.  MlUhone,  Director,  Minnesota  Bnergy 
Agency,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota, 

Joseph  C.  Sw4dlar,  Leva,  Hawes.  Symington, 
Martin,  &  Oppenhelmer,  Washington,  D.C. 
Nat  B.  Knight,  Jr.,  CknnmlsBtoner.  Lotilsiana 
PubUc  Service  Commission,  Baton  Rouge, 
Louisiana. 

By  the  Cbmmission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-26032  Piled  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  FINANCE- 
TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Finance-Technical  Advisory 
Committee  of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Menibership.  New  members  of  the 
Finance-Technical  Advisory  Committee 
as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Ck>m- 
mlsslon  with  the  approval  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  are  as  foiiows; 

R.  Gamble  Baldwin,  First  Boston  Corpora¬ 
tion,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Robert  H.  Blanchard,  First  National  Bank  of 
Chicago,  Chicago,  HI. 

Helmut  P.  Wendel,  Federal  Reserve  Board, 
Washington,  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  B^enneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28021  Piled  9-29-75:8:46  am] 
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NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT-TECHNICAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24, 1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Ccnmnission  by 
Order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished'  the  Research  and  Develoinn^t- 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  of  the 
National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  of  the 
Research  and  Development  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  as  sheeted  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  are  as  fol¬ 
lows; 

Jack  Snell,  National  Bureau  of  Standards. 
Washington,  D.C. 

Joseph  A.  Coleman,  National  Btureau  of 
Standards,  Washington,  D.C. 

Jeremiah  Hughitt,  Washington  Gas  Light 
Ckonpany,  Washington,  D.C. 

Jack  Huebler,  Institute  of  Gas  Technology. 
Chicago,  lUnols. 

Lawrence  E.  Hanna,  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe 
Line  Co.,  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

Philip  li.  Randolph,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
El  Paso,  Texas. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-26023  Piled  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY- 
TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  issued  September  15.  1975,  an¬ 
nounced  a  new  program  for  the  National 
Gas  Survey  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Committee  and  initial  membership  for 
ttils  Committee. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Committee 
as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  with  the  approval  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  are  as  follows: 

O.  C.  Bankston,  SheU  Oil  Company,  Houston, 
Texas. 

John  H.  Lichtblau,  Petredeum  Industry  Re¬ 
search  Foundation,  New  Toi^  New  York. 
Jeff  Montgomery,  Kirby  Indxutries  Inc., 
Houston,  Texas. 

B.  F.  Osborn,  Carnegie  Institute  of  Wash- 
lngt<m,  Washington.  D.C. 

Lyle  8.  St.  Amant,  WUdlife  &  Plsheries  Com¬ 
mission,  State  of  Louisiana,  New  Orleans, 
Lotilsiana. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26026  Plied  9-29-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECH¬ 
NICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-REGULA¬ 
TORY  ASPECTS  OF  SUBSTITUTE  GAS 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force-Regulatory  Aspects  of  Sub¬ 


stitute  Gas  of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  m^bers  to  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Regulatory  Aspects  of  Substitute  Gas' 
as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  with  the  approval  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  are  as  follows: 

Robert  B.  Catell,  Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Brooklyn,  New  York. 

G.  Scott  Cuming,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Houston,  Texas. 

Richard  Heilman,  University  of  Rhode  Island, 
Kingston,  Rhode  Island. 

John  W.  Howard,  Standard  Oil  Company  (In¬ 
diana),  Chicago,  Illinois. 

WlUiam  E.  Hynan,  National  Coal  Association, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Kirk  W.  Weinert,  Texaco,  Inc.,  Houston, 
Texas. 

Harry  Welsh,  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  LIda 
Company,  Houston,  Texas. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26036  Piled  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECH¬ 
NICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-SYN¬ 
THESIZED  GASEOUS  HYDROCARBON 
FUELS 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  CTommisslon  by  Or¬ 
der  Issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force-Synthesized  Gaseous  Hydro¬ 
carbon  Fu^  of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Merribership.  New  members  to  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Synthesized  Gaseous  Hydrocarbon  Fuels 
as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  with  the  approval  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  are  as  follows: 

Bernard' J.  Barte,  Ford,  Bacon  &  Davies,  Inc., 
New  York,  New  York. 

Gecnge  Fuznich,  Jr.,  Energy  Research  &  De- 
vel<q>ment  Adminlfitration,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Christopher  Knudsen,  Energy  Research  &  De¬ 
velopment  Administration,  Washlngtcm. 
DC. 

R.  H.  Park,  Texaco,  Inc.,  Ho\]ston,  Texas. 

John  F.  S(dio(naker,  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe 
Line  Company,  Houston,  Texas. 

By  the  Oommlssion. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26024  Piled  9-29-76:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECH¬ 
NICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-DOMES¬ 
TIC  NATURAL  GAS  POTENTIAL  RE¬ 
SOURCE  BASE 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by  Or- 
Issued  September  15, 1975,  established 
the  Sui^ly-Technlcal  Advisory  Task 
Force-Domestic  Natural  Gas  Potential 
Resource  Base  of  the  National  Gas  Sur¬ 
vey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  of  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Domestic  Natural  Gas  Potential  Resource 


Base  as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Oommlssion  with  the  approved  of  the 
Commission,  are  as  follows: 

Charles  M.  Allen,  PhUllps  Petroleum  Com¬ 
pany,  Bartlesville.  Oklahoma. 

Robert  A.  Hefner,  HI,  Independent  Operator, 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 

A.  C.  Johns,  Texaco,  Inc.,  New  Orleans, 
Lo\islana. 

William  Kanes,  University  of  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ool\unibia.  South  Carolina. 

Jbhn  Lemish,  Iowa  State  University,  Ames, 
Iowa. 

R.  K.  Mann,  Shell  Oil  Company,  Houston, 
Texas. 

William  E.  Mantek,  Consumers  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Jackson,  Michigan. 

Michael  R.  Waller,  Amoco  Prodxictlon  Com¬ 
pany,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26028  PUed  9-29-75;8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECH¬ 
NICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-FOREIGN 
GAS  SUPPLY 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commis^on  by 
Order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force-Foreign  Gas  Supply  of  the 
National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory,  Task  Force- 
Foreign  Gas  Supply  as  selected  by  the 
Chairman  of  tiie  Commission  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  are  as 
follows; 

Charles  Davis,  Oregon  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission,  Salem,  Oregom 
Barry  Hunsaker,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Houston,  Texas. 

Abdel-E:ader  M.  Kotb,  West  Virginia  Univer¬ 
sity,  Morgantown,  West  Virginia. 

Keith  C.  McKinney,  Southern  Callfornta  Gas 
Company,  Los  Angeles.  Ccdlfomla. 

John  O.  McMllUan,  Jr.,  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah. 
Clayton  Norris,  Export-Import  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  Washington.  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-26036  FUed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECH¬ 
NICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-NON- 
CONVENTIONAL  NATURAL  GAS  RE¬ 
SOURCES 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  Issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force-Nonconventional  Natural 
Gas  Resources  of  the  National  Gas 
Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Nonconventional  Natural  Gas  Resources 
as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Ocmi- 
mission  with  the  ai^roval  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  are  as  follows: 
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P.  A.  Dennie,  Shell  Oil  Company,  Hoiiston, 
Texas. 

Gerald  Ram.  Energy  Resear^  &  Develop* 
ment  Administration.  Waalilngton,  D.C. 
Claude  It.  Hocott,  TJntvendty  of  Texas,  Aus¬ 
tin,  Texas. 

William  LaLonde,  IQ,  Sllaatoethtown  Gas 
Company,  Ellzabetli,  Hew  Jersey. 

By  the  Commifiston. 

[SEAL]  Kenhsth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PB  Doe.76-a6027  Filed  &-2d-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECH¬ 
NICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-PROS¬ 
PECTIVE  EXPtORATION  AND  DEVELOP¬ 
MENT  AND  ADDITIONS  TO  RESERVES 

Order  Designating  Members 

SSPTEMBER  24.  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by  Or¬ 
der  Issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force-Proq?ectlve  Exploration  and 
Dev^pment  and  Additions  to  Reserves 
of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Prospective  Exploration  and  Develop¬ 
ment  and  Additions  to  Reserves  as  se¬ 
lected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  the  approval  of  ttie  Commis- 
Bicm,  are  as  follows: 

James  N.  PairlMi.  UJ3.  Geological  Survey, 
Reston,  Thrglnla. 

Ridim  P.  Roe,  Amoco  Production  Company, 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

Cart  Sherman,  Pennsylvania  Staite  Unlversiiy, 
University  Park.  Pennsylvania. 

D.  W.  Snyder.  Mississippi  PuhUc  Service  Cmn- 
mlsslon.  JAckaon,  MtssisslppL 
HAnk  Troe,  Black  Hills  OU  Ittiketers,  Inc., 
Casper,  Wyoming. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kehheth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  I>oc.76-260ao  Filed  9-3»-78;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  TRANSMISSION, 
DISTRIBUTION  &  STORAGE-TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24. 1975. 
Hie  Federal  Power  Commission  by  Or¬ 
der  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Transmission.  Distribution  & 
Storage-Technical  Advisory  Committee 
of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Transmission,  Distribution  &  Storage- 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  as  se¬ 
lected  by  the  Chairman  of  Uie  Commis¬ 
sion  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission 
are  as  follows: 

Harry  ConneUy,  Philadelphia  Gas  Woiks, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Taylor  G.  Holland.  Mississippi  Valley  Gas 
Company,  Jackson,  MisslsslppL 

By  the  Oommlssicm. 

[seal]  Kehhsxh  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doo.78-a6037  Piled  9-a»-75;8:4S  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  TRANSMISSION, 
DISTRIBUTION  AND  STORAGE  TECHNI- 
CAL  ADVISORY  TAGK  FORCE-IMPACT  OF 
GAS  SHORTAGE  ON  TRANSMISSION, 
DISTRIBUTION  AND  STORAGE  OF  GAS 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24, 1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  issued  September  IS,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Transmission.  Distribution  L 
Storage-Technical  Advlsoiry  Task  Force- 
Impact  of  Gas  ESMxrtage  on  Transmis¬ 
sion,  Distribution  and  Storage  of  Gas  of 
the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  mmbers  to  the 
Transmission,  Distribution  and  Storage- 
Technical  Advisory  Task  Force-Impact 
of  Gas  Shortage  on  Transmission,  Dis¬ 
tribution,  and  Storage  of  Gas  as  selected 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  with 
the  approval  of  the  Commission  are  as 
follows: 

J.  C.  Boehm,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp.,  Houston,  Texas. 

George  Doulames,  Lowell  Gas  Company. 

LowelL  Massachusetts. 

Edward  F.  Hubbard.  Philadelphia  Gas  Works, 
PbUadelphla,  Pennsylvania. 

B.  J.  Matthews,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany.  El  Paso,  Texas. 

Bay  J.  Nery,  North  Carolina  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission.  Raleigh,  North  Carolina. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doo.76-26034  Filed  9-a9-75;8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  TRANSMISSION, 
DISTRIBUTION  &  STORAGE-TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-IMPACT  OF  GAS 
SHORTAGE  ON  CONSUMERS 

Order  Designating  Members 

September  24,  1975. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  Issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Transmission,  Distribution  A 
Storage-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Impact  of  Gas  Shortage  on  Consumers 
of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  monbers  to  the 
Transmission.  Distribution  &  Storage- 
Technical  Advisory  Task  Force-Impact 
of  Gas  Shortage  on  Consumers  as  se¬ 
lected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  the  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  are  as  follows: 

Thomas  OiUett,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington.  D.C. 

William  H.  Stlnsman.  Philadelphia  Gas 
Works,  Phlladelphls,  Pennsylvania. 
Ernesto  Venegas,  Minnesota  Energy  Agency, 
St.  PauL  Minnesota. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.7&-2a0»)  FUed  0-20-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  TRANSMISSION. 
DISTRIBUTION  G  STORAGEtTECHNICAL 
ADVISORY  TASK  FOBCE-BATE  DESIGN 

Older  Designating  Members 

SErEBMBBX  24. 1975. 

The  Federal  Power  CoasmteiMi  by  Or¬ 
der  issued  B^terabcr  29,  1879,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Transmtssioii,  Dtitrtbxtteii  A 
Storage-Technical  Advleory  ‘nMk'Fosee- 
Rate  Design  of  the  National  Gas  Siwey. 

1.  Membership.  New  metabew  to  the 
Transmission,  Distribution  A  Storage- 
Technical  Advisory  Task  Force-Rate  De¬ 
sign  as  selected  by  the  Chalnnan  of  the 
Commission  with  approval  of  the  Com- 
Inission,  are  as  follows : 

Robert  Ashbtim.  Long  Island  Lighting  Com¬ 
pany,  Mineola,  New  York. 

Frank  J.  Hartmann,  The  Southera  Coxmectl- 
cut  Gas  Company,  Bridgeport,  Ctmnecti- 
eut. 

Jcmel  C.  HIU,  Southern  California  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Los  AngelM,  California. 

James  L  Poole,  Jr.,  Natural  Gaa  PlpeUne 
Company  of  America,  Chlcagp,  Illinois. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  E^enneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary- 

[FB  Doc.75-26031  Filed  »-20-75;8:45  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[FPMB:  Temporary  Beg.  F-e66] 
SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
to  represent  the  consumer  Interests  of 
the  executive  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  intrastate  rate  proceed¬ 
ings. 

2.  Effective  date:  This  regulation  is 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation. 

a.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  Federal  Property  and  Admin¬ 
istrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  63  Stat. 
377,  as  amended,  particularly  sections 
201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40  U.S.C.  481(a) 
(4)  and  486(d) ) ,  authority  Is  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  represent 
the  consumer  Interests  of  the  executive 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  be¬ 
fore  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
MontEuaa  (Docket  No.  6279,  6327,  6336) 
involving  the  application  of  Montana 
Power  Company  for  general  Increases  in 
its  electrical  rates. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re- 
ddiegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
offleiaL  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  mierclsed  In 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and  shall  be  ex¬ 
ercised  in  cooperation  with  the  responsi¬ 
ble  officers,  officials,  and  onployees 
thereof. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson. 

Administrator  of  General  Services. 

September  19.  1975. 

[FB  Doo.76-860e8  FUed  9-29-78:8:49  MB] 
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[PPMR;  Temporary  Regulation  P-3561 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose,  nils  regulation  delegatee 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent  the  Interests  of  the  executive 
agoicles  of  the  Federal  Government  In 
an  electric  rate  proceeding. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation. 

a.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  Federal  Property  and  Admin¬ 
istrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  63  Stat. 
377,  as  amended,  particularly  sections 
201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40  U.S.C.  481(a)^ 
(4)  and  486(d)),  authority  is  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  represent 
the  consumer  interests  of  the  executive 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  be¬ 
fore  the  North  Carolina  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission  involving  said  Commission’s  in¬ 
vestigation  Into  utility  pricing,  conserva- 
tim,  and  related  matters  (Docket  No. 
E-lOO,  Sub  21). 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer,  offi¬ 
cial,  or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and  shall  be  ex¬ 
ercised  in  cooperation  with  the  respon¬ 
sible  officers,  officials,  and  'employees 
thereof. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 

Administrator  of  General  Services. 

September  19,  1975. 

|FR  Doc.75-26094  PUed  9-29-75:8:45  ami 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  75-731 

NASA  LIFE  SCIENCES  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The  NASA  Life  Sciences  Committee 
will  meet  on  October  23-24,  1975,  at  the 
NASA  Ames  Research  Center,  Moffett 
Field,  California  94035.  The  meeting  will 
be  held  in  Room  B-39,  Life  Sciences 
Building  Number  239  of  the  Ames  Re¬ 
search  Center,  Moffett  Field,  California 
94035.  Members  of  the  public  will  be  ad¬ 
mitted  on  a  first  come  first  served  basis, 
up  to  the  seating  capacity  of  the  room, 
which  is  about  80  persons. 

The  NASA  Life  Sciences  Committee 
serves  in  an  advisory  capacity  only.  In 
this  capacity  it  is  concerned  with  man 
in  relation  to  space  travel  and  habitation, 
with  exobiology,  with  other  life  forms, 
and  including:  physiology,  behavior, 
clinical  aerospace  medicine,  microbiol¬ 
ogy,  radiobiology,  biochemistry,  nutri¬ 
tion  and  food  technology,  biology  of 
gravity  and  rh3rthms,  and  biotechnology. 
Tlie  current  Chairman  is  Dr.  G.  Donald 
Whedon.  There  are  18  members. 

The  following  list  sets  forth  the  ap¬ 
proved  agenda  and  schedule  for  the  Oc¬ 
tober  23-24,  1975  meeting  of  the  Life 
Sciences  Committee.  For  further  infor- 


matioix,  please  contact  Dr.  Walton  L. 
Jones:  Area  Code  202,  755-2342. 

OCTOBEB  23,  1975 

rim« 

Topic 

0000-0930  Administrative.  (Purpose:  Sub¬ 
jects  being  discussed  will  In¬ 
clude  topics  such  as  final  ap¬ 
proval  of  previous  committee 
minutes;  report  on  results  of 
Space  Program  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil  meeting  and  activities.) 

0930-0946  ^ylab  Pollow-up  Mineral  Bal¬ 
ance  Bed  Rest  Study,  status 
and  discussion.  (Purpose:  To 
discuss  status  of  plans  for  a 
Skylab  follow-up  mineral  bal¬ 
ance  bed  rest  study  to  validate 
bed  rest  as  an  analogue  to 
spaceflight.) 

0945-1000  Review  of  Applications  Commit¬ 
tee  Activities.  (Purpose  To 
inform  the  LSC  of  the  Applica¬ 
tions  Committee  meeting  at¬ 
tended  by  the  LSC  liaison 
member.) 

1000-1100  Review  of  Marine  Mammal 
Tracking,  Project  BESMEX. 
(Purpose:  To  brief  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  the  nature  and  status 
of  this  Joint  animal  tracking 
study  of  the  Bering  Sea  area.) 

1100-1130  Review  of  summer  study  on 
Molecular  Biology.  (Purpose: 
To  brief  the  committee  on  the 
results  of  the  summer  study. 
Recombinant  D&A  Molecular 
^  Program  and  to  discuss  Its  re¬ 
lation  to  the  potential  mission 
of  a  Mars  Return  Sample.) 

1300-1530  viking  Status  Report;  Planetary 
Biology  and  Planetary  Quaran¬ 
tine  Program  Review.  (Pur¬ 
pose:  To  give  the  commltt^  an 
in  depth  briefing  of  the  con¬ 
tent  of  the  program  as  well  as 
plans  and  status  of  Mars  Re¬ 
turn  Sample  Studies,  and  to 
solicit  comments  and  advice 
of  the  LSC  members.) 

1530-1630  Tour  of  Ames  Exobiology  Facil¬ 
ities. 

1630-1700  Discussion  (Purpose:  To  formu¬ 
late  position  on  issues  dis¬ 
cussed  during  the  day.) 

October  24, 1975 

0800-0830  Status  of  tT.S.  Experiments  to  be 
flown  on  the  1975  Soviet  Bio¬ 
logical  Satellite.  (Purpose:  To 
brief  the  committee  on  the 
status  of  this  program.) 
0830-0930  Review  of  the  Sixth  meeting 
of  the  UB./UB.SII.  Working 
Group  on  Space  Biology  and 
Medicine.  (Purpose:  To  brief 
the  committee  on  the  discus¬ 
sions  held  at  the  sixth  meeting 
of  this  working  group  and  to 
solicit  comments  and  advice  of 
the  LSC  members.) 

0930-1000  Life  Sciences  Announcement  of 
Opportunity  Returns.  (Pur¬ 
pose:  To  Inform  the  LSC  of  the 
analysis  to  date  of  the  returns 
to  the  Life  Sciences  Planning 
Announcement  and  to  solicit 
comment  and  advice  of  the  LSC 
members  on  future  courses  of 
action.) 

1000-1100  Human  Factors  In  Aviation 
Safety.  (Purpose:  To  brief  the 
LSC  on  status  and  content  of 
the  Ames  Aviation  Safety  Re- 
>  search  program.) 


1100-1200  Technology  Utilization  program 
at  Ames  and  Stanford  Univer¬ 
sity.  (Purpose:  To  brief  the 
LSC  on  the  status  and  content 
of  the  Biomedical  Applications 
Team  Activities  and  the  Bio¬ 
medical  Applications  Engineer¬ 
ing  Projects  and  to  solicit  com¬ 
ments  and  advice  of  the  mem¬ 
bers.) 

1200-1230  Discussion  (Purpose:  To  formu¬ 
late  position  on  issues  dis¬ 
cussed  during  meeting.) 

Dttward  L.  CTrow, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs, 
National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

September  23, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-26061  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[75-74] 

NASA  AD  HOC  ADVISORY  SUBCOMMITTEE 
FOR  EVALUATION  OF  PROPOSALS  FOR 
PARTICIPATION  IN  THE  SCIENTIFIC  IN¬ 
VESTIGATIONS  ON  THE  MARINER 
JUPITER/URANUS  1979  MISSION 

Postponement  of  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Ad  Hoc  Advisory 
Subcommittee  to  Review  Proixisals  for 
Participation  in  the  Flight  Investiga¬ 
tions  for  the  Mariner  Jupiter/Uranus 
(MJn79)  Mission  which  was  originally 
scheduled  for  October  1,  2,  and  3,  1975 
and  which  was  announced  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Vol.  40  No.  179  on  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1975  has  been  postponed 
uhtil  after  January  1, 1976. 

William  W.  Snavely, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
DOD  and  Interagency  Af¬ 
fairs. 

September  29,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-263e8  Filed  9-29-75;  12:28  pm] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS;  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 

THE  ARCHITECT-ENGINEER  BALANCE 

OF  PLANT 

Rescheduling  of  Meeting 

The  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  Subcommittee 
on  the  Architect-Engineer  Balance  of 
Plant,  orig^Uy  scheduled  for  October 
8,  1975,  notice  of  which  was  published  at 
40  Federal  Register  43779,  September  23, 
1975,  has  been  rescheduled  as  follows: 

(a)  The  meeting  will  be  held  October 
24, 1975  at  the  same  location. 

(b)  Written  statements  may  be  mailed 
with  a  postmark  no  later  than  October 
17,  1975. 

(c)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or  resched¬ 
uled  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid  tele¬ 
phone  call  on  Oct(fi)er  23,  1975. 

(d)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  or  after  October  31,  1975. 
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(e)  A  copy  of  the  minutes  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  made  available,  on  request, 
after  January  26, 1976. 

All  other  matters  pertaining  to  the 
meeting  remain  unchanged.  The  open 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  commence  at 
9  a.m.,  October  24,  1975. 

Dated;  September  24,  1975. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-26051  Filed  9-29-1975:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-528;  STN  50-529;  STN 
50-530] 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  ET  AL 

(PALO  VERDE  NUCLEAR  GENER..TING 

STATION,  UNITS  1,  2,  AND  3) 

Notice  of  Reconstitution  of  Board 

Daniel  M.  Head,  Esq.,  was  Chairman, 
and  Dr.  Marvin  M.  Mann  was  a  Member 
of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  established  to  consider  the  above 
application.  Because  of  other  Board  com¬ 
mitments,  both  Mr.  Head  and  Dr.  Mann 
are  unable  to  continue  their  service  on 
this  Board. 

Accordingly,  Hugh  K.  Clark,  Esq., 
whose  address  is  P.O.  Box  127A,  Ken- 
nedyville,  Maryland  21645,  is  appointed 
Chairman  of  this  Board  and  Dr.  Ken¬ 
neth  A.  McCollom,  whose  address  is  As¬ 
sociate  Dean,  College  of  Engineering, 
Oklahoma  State  University,  Stillwater, 
Oklahoma  74074,  is  appointed  a  member 
of  this  board.  Reconstitution  of  the 
Board  in  this  manner  is  in  accordance 
with  section  2.721(b)  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  23rd 
day  of  September  1975. 

James  R.  Yore, 

Acting  Chairman,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 

[FR  Doc.75-26047  Filed  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-440  &  50-441] 

CLEVELAND  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING 
COMPANY.  ET  AL.  (PERRY  NUCLEAR 
POWER  PLANT,  UNITS  1  &  2) 

Reconstitution  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  authority  in  10  CFR  §  2.787 
(a),  the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety 
'and  Licensing  Appeal  Panel  has  recon¬ 
stituted  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board  for  this  proceeding  to  con¬ 
sist  of  the  following  members: 

Richard  S.  Saizman,  Chairman. 

Michael  C.  Farrar,  Member. 

Dr.  W.  Reed  Johnson.  Member. 

Dated:  September  23,  1975. 

Margaret  E.  Dcr  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the 
Appeal  Board. 
[FR  Doc.76-26049  FUed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  00-8] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  COMPANY  OF 
NEW  YORK.  INC. 

Notice  of  Denial  of  Request  for  Variance 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  n.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  denied  a  request  by 
Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New 
York,  Inc.  (the  licensee)  for  authori¬ 
zation  to  resume  power  operation  of  the 
Indian  Point  Nuclear  Generating  Station 
Unit  1  (the  facility),  located  in  West¬ 
chester  County,  New  York; 

The  fcMjility  has  been  in  a  shutdown 
condition  since  October  31,  1974,  which 
was  the  expiration  date  of  a  variance 
previously  granted  to  the  licensee  from 
the  requirement  of  the  Commission  In¬ 
terim  Acceptance  Criteria  for  Emergency 
Core  Cooling  Systems  for  Light-Water 
Power  Reactors  (36  PR  12247;  June  29, 
1971).  The  unexpended  energy  in  the 
facility’s  fuel  would  permit  operation  for 
an  additional  period  of  approximately 
four  months:  however,  absent  relief  from 
certain  rules  and  orders  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  facility  cannot  be  operated. 
Further  operation  would  require  another 
variance  from  the  requirements  of  the 
Interim  Acceptance  Criteria  and  an  ex¬ 
emption  from  the  containment  testing 
requirements  of  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appen¬ 
dix  J.  In  addition,  such  operation  would 
require  extensions  of  time  for  compli¬ 
ance  with  two  Commission  orders,  requir¬ 
ing,  respectively,  ui^rading  of  the  reac¬ 
tor  protection  system  and  an  analysis  of 
certain  seismic  and  geologic  considera¬ 
tions. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  a  concur¬ 
rently  issued  Safety  Evaluation  with  Re¬ 
spect  to  Further  Operation  of  Indian 
Point  Unit  No.  1,  the  Commission  has 
concluded  that  the  requested  variance, 
exemption  and  extensions  of  time  should 
be  denied. 

On  February  4,  1975,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  <40 
P.R.  5196)  notice  of  receipt  and  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  licensee’s  request  for  a 
variance  from  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Criteria.  ’The  notice  indicated  that  the 
requested  variance  might  also  involve  an 
exemption  from  Appendix  J  to  10  CFR 
Part  50.  ’The  notice  also  invited  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  views  and  comments  by  any 
interested  persons  on  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest. 

Comments  were  received  from  Mr.  Al¬ 
fred  S.  Forsyth  of  C^happaqua,  New  York, 
in  which  he  objected  to  any  action  that 
would  dispense  with  the  containment 
testing  requirements  of  10  CFR  Part  50. 
No  other  comments  were  received  within 
the  time  period  specified  in  the  Notice. 
However,  submissions  in  the  nature  of 
comments  on  the  proposed  action  were 
filed  after  the  close  of  the  comment  pe¬ 
riod  by  the  Yonkers  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  of  Yonkers,  New  York,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  and  the  New 
York  Public  Service  Commission.  Each 
of  these  organizations  stressed  the  sav¬ 
ings  of  oil  and/or  the  corresponding  re¬ 


duction  In  energy  costs  that  would  result 
from  continued  operation  of  the  facility. 
None  of  these  organizations  addressed  the 
health  and  safety  considerations  relevant 
to'  such  operation.  In  addition,  the  li¬ 
censee  submitted,  after  the  close  of  the 
comment  period,  letters  dated  May  28, 
1975,  June  16,  1975,  and  July  3,  1975 
which  urged  favorable  consideration  of 
the  pending  request  for  authorization  to 
operate  the  facility.  The  licensee  ad¬ 
dressed  savings  of  oil  and  energy  costs  in 
addition  to  addressing  health  and  safety 
considerations  of  further  operation  of 
the  Indian  Point  Nuclear  Generating 
Station,  Unit  1. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  licensee’s  request  for 
variance  dated  January  15,  1975,  as  sup¬ 
plemented  May  28,  1975,  June  16,  1975, 
and  July  3,  1975,  (2)  comments  on  the 
licensee’s  request  from  Mr.  Alfred  8.  For¬ 
syth  dated  February  6, 1975,  the  Yonkers 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Yonkers,  New 
York  dated  April  29,  1975,  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  dated  June  27, 
1975,  and  the  State  of  New  York. 

Public  Service  Commission  dated 
July  11,  1975,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s 
related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Hendrick  Hudson  Free 
Library,  31  Albany  Post  Road,  Montrose, 
New  York. 

A  copy  of  item  (2)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  23rd 
day  of  September,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommiS' 
Sion, 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #4,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 


[FR  Doc.75-26060  Filed  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-458  &  50-469] 

GULF  STATES  UTILITIES  CO.  (RIVER 
BEND  STATION,  UNITS  1  &  2) 

Reconstitution  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  authority  in  10  CFR  S  2.787 
(a) ,  the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Appeal  Panel  has  recon¬ 
stituted  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board  for  this  proceeding  to  con¬ 
sist  of  the  following  members: 

John  B.  Farmakldes,  Chairman. 

Dr.  John  H.  Buck,  Member. 

Michael  C.  Farrar,  Member. 

Dated:  September  24,  1975. 

Margaret  E.  Du  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the 
Appeal  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-26062  Filed  9-29-76:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  190— TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  30,  1975 


44896 


NOTICES 


(Docket  No.  &0-aa6] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO^  ET  AL 

Nobot  of  toMMiic*  of  AmendmMt 

to  FacWty  Operating  license 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Ckunmlssloa 
(the  Commission)  is  rxmsiderlng  the 
issuance  an  amenibnent  to  Facility 
Operating  license  No.  DPR-50  Issued  to 
Metropcditan  Edison  Ctunpany,  Jersey 
(Antral  Power  &  light  Company  and 
Pennsylvania  Electric  Company  (the 
licensees)  for  operation  of  the  Three 
Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station,  Unit  1,  a 
pressurized  water  reactor,  located  in 
Dauphin  County,  Pennsylvania,  and  cur- 
rentiy  authorized  for  operation  at  power 
levels  up  to  2535  Mwt. 

Hie  amendment  would  revise  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
in  accordance  with  the  licensee’s  appli- 
catkm  for  license  amendment  dated 
August  8,  1975.  The  amendment  would 
modify  tK)erating  limits  in  the  Technical 
Specifications  based  upon  an  evaluation 
of  EiCCS  performance  calculated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  an  acceptable  evaluation 
model  that  conforms  to  the  requir«nents 
of  the  Commissicm’s  regulations  in  10 
CPR  Part  50,  §  50.46.  The  amendment 
would  modify  various  limite  previously 
established  in.  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria, 
and  would,  with  respect  to  Three  Mile 
Island  Unit  1,  terminate  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  Commission’s  December 
27,  1974  Order  for  Modification  of 
License,  and  t^ould  impose  instesui,  limi¬ 
tations  established  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Acceptance  Criteria  for 
Ebnergency  Core  JDooling  Systrans  for 
Light  Water  Nucl^r  Power  Reactors,  10 
CPRPart50,§  50.46. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed 
license  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
AtcMnic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the.  Commission’s  rules 
and  regi^tions. 

By  October  29,  1975  the  licensee  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  Intervene  with  respect  to  the 
issuance  of  the  amendment  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  facility  operating  license.  Petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  un¬ 
der  oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Section  2.714 'of 
10  cm  Part  2  of  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations.  A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
must  set  forth  the  interest  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that  inter¬ 
est  may  be  affected  by  the  results  of  the 
proceeding,  and  the  petitioner’s  conten¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  pr(H>06ed  li¬ 
censing  action.  Such  petitions  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the  provlslona 
of  this  Federal  Register  notice  and  Sec¬ 
tion  2.714,  and  must  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section,  by  the  above  date.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  and/or  request  for 
a  hearing  should  be  sent  to  the  Executive 
Legal  Director,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 


Commission.  Wfudiington,  D.C.  20555, 
and  to  G.  F.  Trowbridge,  Esquire,  Shaw. 
Pittman,  Potts,  Trowbridge  &  Madden, 
Barr  Building,  910  17th  Street,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  the  attorney  f(v 
the  licensee. 

A  potion  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aepecte  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  in¬ 
tervention  Is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
Ids  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
dii^x>sition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene,  he 
becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  August  8,  1975,  and 
(2)  the  Commission’s  Order  for  Modifi¬ 
cation  of  License  and  the  dociunents 
referred  to  In  the  Order  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  27,  1974  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  9.  1975  (40  FR 
1766) ,  which  are  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Publications  Section,  State  Library 
of  Pennsylvania,  Box  1601  (Education 
Building) ,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania, 
*rhe  license  amendment  and  the  Safety 
Evaluation,  when  issued,  may  be  in¬ 
spected  at  the  above  locations  and  a  copy 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  addressed 
to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this 
September  22, 1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission, 

Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #4,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

(PE  Doc.76-26046  JUteU  9-29-76:8:45  am] 


^  [DOCKET  NO.  60-548] 

OMAHA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT;  NE¬ 
BRASKA  PUBUC  POWER  DISTRICT; 
FORT  CALHOUN  STATION.  UNIT  2 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application  for 
Construction  Permit  and  Op^ting  License 

The  Omaha  Public  Power  District  and 
Nebraska  Public  Power  District,  pursuant 
to  Section  103  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  have  filed  a  portion 


of  an  application  for  licenses  to  construct 
and  operate  the  pngtosed  Fort  Calhoim 
Station,  Unit  2.  This  portion,  consisting 
of  the  Preliminary  Safety  Analysis  Re¬ 
port  and  general  and  financiid  informa¬ 
tion,  was  accepted  for  docketing  on  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975  and  assigned  Docket  No. 
50-548.  The  Notice  of  Receipt  of  Partial 
Application  for  Construction  Permit  and 
Facility  License  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  imder  Docket  No.  P- 
556-A  on  January  23, 1975,  (40  FR  4498) . 
This  partial  application  contains  the  in¬ 
formation  requested  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  the  purpose  of  an  anti-trust 
review  of  the  application. 

The  application  is  for  authorization  to 
construct  and  operate  a  pressurized  water 
nuclear  reactor  designated  as  the  Fort 
Calhoun  Station,  Unit  2,  on  a  site  owned 
by  Omaha  Public  Power  District  located 
on  the  southwest  bank  of  the  Missouri 
River  approximately  19  miles  north- 
northwest  of  the  center  of  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska,  near  the  village  of  Fort  Calhoun 
in  Washington  County.  Nebraska.  The 
reactor  is  designed  for  an  Initial  output 
of  3425  megawatts  thermal,  with  an 
equivalent  net  electrical  output  of  ap¬ 
proximately  1150  megawatts. 

A  separate  notice  will  be  published  on 
the  availability  of  the  environmental  re¬ 
port  and  a  Notice  of  Hearing  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  at  a  later  date,  setting  forth  the 
radiological  and  environmental  Issues  to 
be  considered  during  the  review.  A  date 
for  submitting  Petitions  for  Leave  to 
Intervene  will  also  be  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Hearing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  23rd 
day  of  September,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis-* 
Sion, 

Walter  R.  Butler, 
Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  1-2,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-2e046  Piled  9-29-76;8:46  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Notice  of  Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  guide  in  its  R^ulatory  Guide 
Series.  This  series  has  been  developed 
to  describe  and  make  available  to  the 
public  methods  acceptable  to  the  NRC 
staff  of  implementing  specific  parts  of  the 
Commission’s  r^ulatlons  and,  in  some 
cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used  by  the 
staff  in  evaluating  specific  problems  or 
postulated  accidents  and  to  provide  guid¬ 
ance  to  applicants  concerning  certain  of 
the  information  needed  by  the  staff  in  its 
review  of  applications  for  permits  and 
licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  10.1,  Revision  2, 
“Compilation  of  Reporting  Requirements 
for  Persons  Subject  to  NRC  Relations,’’ 
presents  a  ccmipllation  of  all  reporting 
requirements  applicable  to  the  various 
types  of  NRC  licensees  and  other  persons 
subject  to  NRC  regulations.  The  guide 
identifies  the  proper  NRC  addressee  or 
addressees  for  each  report  and  designates 
the  number  of  copies  required.  Revision  2 
includes  a  change  in  terminology  to  make 
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the  guide  consistent  with  SecUcm  208  of 
the  Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974 
and  other  minor  corrections. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  ccmnec- 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  Inclusion  in  guides 
currently  being  developed  or  (2)  improve¬ 
ments  in  all  published  guides  are  en¬ 
couraged  at  any  time.  Comments  should 
be  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Nuclear  Re^atory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Section. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  toe  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single  copies  of 
issued  guides  (which  may  be  reproduced) 
or  for  placement  on  an  automatic  distri¬ 
bution  list  for  single  copies  of  future 
guides  should  be  made  in  writing  to  toe 
Director,  OfiBce  of  Standards  Develop¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Telephone 
requests  cannot  accommodated.  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Guides  are  not  copyrighted  and 
Conunission  approval  is  not  required  to 
reproduce  them. 

(5UA.C.  552(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  23rd 
day  of  September  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion, 

Robert  B.  Minogxje, 
Director,  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 

[FR  Doc.75-26054  Piled  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 

Notice  of  Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  guide  in  its  Regulatory  Guide 
Series.  This  series  has  been  developed  to 
describe  and  make  available  to  toe  public 
methods  acceptable  to  the  NRC  staff  of 
implementing  specific  parts  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  and,  in  some  cases, 
to  delineate  techniques  used  by  toe  staff 
in  evaluating  specific  problems  or  postu¬ 
lated  accidents  and  to  provide  guidance 
to  applicants  concerning  certain  of  toe 
information  needed  by  toe  staff  in  its 
review  of  applications  for  permits  and 
licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.16,  Revision  4,  “Re¬ 
porting  of  Operating  Information — ^Ap¬ 
pendix  A  Technical  Specifications,’’  de¬ 
scribes  a  reporting  program  acceptable 
to  toe  NRC  staff  for  meeting  toe  report¬ 
ing  requirements  of  Appendix  A  techni¬ 
cal  specifications.  Revision  4  is  issued 
primarily  to  make  terminology  consistent 
with  Section  208  of  toe  Energy  Reorga¬ 
nization  Act  of  1974. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in  guides 
currently  being  developed  (listed  below) 
or  (2)  improvements  in  all  published 
guides  are  encouraged  at  any  time.  Pub¬ 
lic  comments  on  Regulatory  Guide  1.16, 
Revision  4,  will,  however,  be  particularly 
useful  in  evaluating  toe  need  for  an  early 
revision  if  received  by  November  26, 1975. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  toe  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commissicm,  U.S.  Nuclear 


Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for 
Inspection  at  toe  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an  au¬ 
tomatic  distribution  list  for  single  copies 
of  future  guides  should  be  made  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  toe  Director,  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
.Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Telephone  requests  cannot  be  accommo¬ 
dated.  Regulatory  Guides  are  not  copy¬ 
righted  and  Commission  approval  is  not 
required  to  reproduce  them. 

Other  Division  1  Regulatory  Guides 
currently  being  developed  include  the 
following: 

Prevention  of  Fracture  of  Structural  Discon¬ 
tinuities  In  Reactor  Pressure  Vessel. 
Protection  Against  Postulated  Events  and  Ac¬ 
cidents  Outside  of  Containment. 

Fracture  Toughness  Requirements  for  Mate¬ 
rials  for  Class  2  and  3  Components. 
Maintenance  of  Water  Purity  In  PWR  Second¬ 
ary  Systems. 

Criteria  for  Heatup  and  Cooldown  Proce¬ 
dures. 

Effects  of  Residual  Elements  on  Predicted 
Radiation  Damage. 

Surveillance  Testing  and  Inservice  Inspection 
of  Thermal  Barrier  and  Steam  Generator 
Materials  in  High-Temperature  Oas-Cooled 
Reactors. 

Surveillance  and  Postlrradiatlon  Examina¬ 
tion  of  Fuel  Rods  In  Lead  Assemblies. 

Design  Load  Combinations  for  Component 
Supports. 

Interim  Guide  on  Tornado  Missiles. 

Criteria  for  Plugging  Steam  Generator  Tubes. 
Structural  Design  Criteria  for  Fuel  Assem¬ 
blies  In  Ught-Water-Cooled  Reactors. 
Overhead  Crane  Handling  Systems  for  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plants. 

Recommended  Procedure  for  Reslnterlng  Test 
to  Monitor 'Denslflcation  Stability  of  Pro¬ 
duction  Fuel. 

Qualifications  for  Cement  Grouting  for  Pre- 
stressing  Tendons  In  Containment  Struc¬ 
ture. 

Posttensloned  Prestressing  Systems  for  Con¬ 
crete  Reactor  Vessels  and  Containment. 
Inservlce  Monitoring  of  Core  and  Core  Sup¬ 
port  Structure  Motion  Via  Neutron-Flux 
Measurement. 

Loose  Parts  Monitoring  Program  for  the  Pri¬ 
mary  System. 

Tornado  Design  Classification. 

Overpressiu'e  Protection  of  Low-Pressure 
Systems  Connected  to  Reactor  Coolant 
Pressure  Boundary. 

Protective  Coatings  for  Light-Water  Reactor 
Containment  Facilities. 

Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Installa¬ 
tion,  Inspection,  and  Testing  of  Mechanical 
Equipment  and  Systems. 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluatlng^the  Poten¬ 
tial  Radiological  Consequences  of  a  BWR 
Radioactive  Offgas  System  Failure. 

Fire  Protection  Criteria  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants. 

Requirements  for  Auditing  of  Quality  Assur¬ 
ance  Programs  for  Nuclecu:  Power  Plants. 
Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Control 
of  Procurement  of  Equipment,  Materials, 
and  Services  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants. 
Instrumentation  for  Llght-Water-Cooled  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plants  to  Assess  Plant  Condi¬ 
tions  During  and  Following  an  Accident. 
Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Lifting 
Equl^unent. 

Maintenance  and  Testing  of  Batteries. 


Qualification  Test  of  Class  IE  Cables,  Connec¬ 
tions,  and  Field  Splices  for  4Iuclear  Power 
Plants. 

Seismic  Qualification  of  Class  I  Electric 
Equipment. 

Fuel  Oil  Systems  for  Standby  Diesel  Gen¬ 
erators. 

Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  the 
Manufacture  of  Class  IE  Instrumentation 
and  Electric  Equipment  few  Nuclear  Power 
Plants. 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Poten¬ 
tial  Radiological  Consequences  of  a  Liquid 
Radioactive  Waste  System  Accident. 
Containment  Isolation  Provisions. 

Instrument  Spans  and  Setpoints. 

Initial  Startup  Testing  Program  for  Facility 
Shutdown  from  Outside  the  Control  Room. 
Periodic  Testing  of  Diesel  Generators. 
Qualification  of  Inspection,  Examination,  and 
Testing  Personnel  for  Nuclear^  Facilities. 
Quality  Assurance  Program  Requirements  for 
Nuclear  Power  Plant  Fuels. 

Testing  of  Nuclear  Air  Cleaning  Systems. 
Preoperational  and  Initial  Startup  Testing  of 
Feedwater  Systems  for  BWRs. 

Design  Criteria  for  Overload  Protection  of 
Motor-Operated  Valves. 

Identification  of  Materials,  Parts,  and  Com¬ 
ponents  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants. 

Probable  Maximum  Storm  Surge  Flooding  on 
Lakes  and  Sea  Shores. 

Protection  of  Nuclear  Power  Plants  Against 
Industrial  Sabotage. 

Emergency  Planning  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants 

Control  Room  Manning. 

Flood  Protection  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants. 
Hydrologic  Design  Criteria  for  Water  Control 
Structures  Con8ti;ucted  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants. 

Spill  Analysis — Dispersion  and  Dilution  In 
Surface  and  Ground  Water. 

Design  Objectives  for  LWR  Spent  Fuel  Facil¬ 
ities. 

Design  Objectives  for  LWR  Fuel  Handling 
Systems. 

(5  U.S.C.  562(a)  T 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  22nd 
day  of  September  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion, 

Robert  B.  Minogoe, 
Director  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 
[FR  Doc.75-26048  Filed  9-29-75; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-500  and  60-.501] 

THE  TOLEDO  EDISON  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  for  the  Davis-Besse 
Nuclear  Power  Station,  Units  2  and  3 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  toe  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Pinal  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  prepared  by  toe  Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Reg¬ 
ulation,  related  to  toe  proposed  con¬ 
struction  of  Davis-Besse  Nuclear  Power 
Station,  Units  2  and  3,  is  available  for 
inspection  by.  toe  public  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717 
H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and 
in  the  Ida  Rupps  Public  Library,  310 
Madison  Street,  Port  Clinton,  Ohio 
43452.  The  Final  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  is  also  being  made  available  at  toe 
Office  of  toe  Governor,  State  Cfiearing- 
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house.  62  East  Broad  Street.  2nd  Floor, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215  and  the  Toledo 
Metropolitan  Area  Council  of  Govern¬ 
ments,  420  Madison  Avenue,  Toledo, 
Ohio  43604. 

The  notice  of  availability  of  the  Draft 


point  on  an  existing  or  iHanned 
voltage' transmission  system,  NEPA  does 
not  authorize  the  C(»nmlssl(m  to  regulate 
the  routing  of  those  lines  either  directly 
or  by  license  condition.  . 

The  proposed  rule  set  out  in  the  peti- 


the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

Nkw  Fokms 


Environmental  Statement  for  the  Davis- 
Besse  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Units  2 
and  3  and  requests  for  comments  from 
interested  persons  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  F^ruary  21,  1975 
(40  FR  7703).  The  comments  received 
from  Federal,  State,  local  and  inter¬ 
ested  members  of  the  public  have  been 
included  as  an  appendix  to  the  Final 
Environmental  Statraaent. 

Copies  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  (Document  No.  NUREG-75/ 
083)  may  be  purchased  at  current  rates 
from  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 
(Paper  Copy:  $7.25;  microfiche:  $2.25) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this 
25th  day  of  September  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


tion  would  add  a  new  paragraph  (f)  to 
10  CFR  50.10  to  read  as  follows: 

(t)  The  provisions  of  paragraphs  (c)  and 
(d)  of  this  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
prohibit  any  offsite  construction  actlvitieB 
Including,  but  not  limited  to.  construction 
of  transmission  lines.  Further  paragraph  (e) 
of  this  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Reg¬ 
ulation  to  either  authorize  cff  prohibit  any 
such  offsite  construction  activities. 

The  petitioners  also  request  that  the 
Commission  issue  an  order  directing  its 
staff  to  revise  Regulatory  Guide  4.2  (Rev. 
1),  “Preparation  of  Environmental  Re- 
PKirts  for  Nuclear  Power  Stations,”  Janu¬ 
ary  1975,  to  conform  with  their  proposed 
rule. 

A  copy  of  the  p>etition  for  rule  making 
is  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 


ACTION 

University  Year  for  Action,  project  evalua¬ 
tion  instrument,  single-time,  UYA  sponsor 
agency  directors,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-8448. 

Tr.S.  Civn,  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Pub.  L.  98-273  may  increase  your  survivor 
annuity,  BRI  49-389A,  on  occasion.  Civil 
Service  annuitants,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395- 
3443. 

Pub.  li.  93-273,  increase  certain  children’s 
annuities,  BRI  49-389B,  on  occasion,  CB. 
annuitants  eligible  under  Pub.  L.  93-273, 
Caywood.  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

Pub.  L.  93-273,  may  increase  your  annuity, 
BRI  49-389,  on  occasion,  annuitants  eligible' 
under  Pub.  L.  93-273,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395- 
3443. 

ACTION 

Vista  Supervisor  Survey,  Vista  sponsor  survey, 
Eingle-Ume,  project  sponsors  and  super¬ 
visors,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 


George  W.  Knighton, 

Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  1,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  lAcensmg. 

IPR  Doc.75-26053  Piled  9-29-75:8:46  am] 

t  Docket  No.  PRM-50-151 

DETROIT  EDISON  COMPANY.  INC.,  AND 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA 

Hling  of  Petition  for  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  LeBoeuf, 
Lamb,  Leiby,  and  MacRae,  1757  N 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  by  letter 
dated  September  15,  1975,  has  filed  with 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  a 
petition  for  rule  making  on  behalf  of 
The  Detroit  Edison  Company,  Inc,,  and 
Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana. 

The  petitioners  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  issue  an  amendment  of  10  CFR 
Part  50  that  would  clarify  the  extent  of 
the  Commission’s  regulatory  iiuthority 
over  the  construction  and  routing  of 
transmission  lines  and  related  equipment 
associated  with  nuclear  power  reactors 
and  would  clarify  the  extent  to  which  the 
environmental  inuiact  of  such  lines  and 
equipment  must  be  considered  in  the 
CcHumission’s  assessment  of  the  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  of  the  licensing  of  a  par¬ 
ticular  nuclear  facility  pursuant  to  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 


1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  the  Division  of  Rules  and  Re¬ 
cords  at  the  below  address. 

All  interested  persons  who  desire  to 
submit  written  comments  or  suggestions 
concerning  the  petition  for  rule  making 
should  send  their  comments  to  the  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Rules  and  Records,  Office  of  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  on 
or  before  December  1,  1975. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  September  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Samuel  J.  Chilk, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


[PR  Doc.75-26176  PUed  9-29-75:8:46  am] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 


CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Manag^nent 
and  Budget  on  September  25,  1975  (44 
UB.C.  3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  list  in  tiie  Federal  Register  Is  to 
inform  the  public. 


DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 

Rural  Electrification  Administration: 

Summary  of  work  orders  (Inspection  by  li¬ 
censed  engineer  or  borrow«r's  staff  en¬ 
gineer),  REA-771A,  on  occasion,  REA 
telephone  borrowers,  Harry  B.  Sheftel. 
Summary  of  construction  completed  by  line 
extension  contract  (Inspection  by  11- 
^  censed  engineer  or  borrower’s  staff  en¬ 
gineer)  ,  REA  778A,  on  occasion,  REA  tele¬ 
phone  borrowers,  Harry  B.  Sheftel. 
Statistical  Reporting  Service,  seed  production 
survey  (Alaska),  annually,  seed  growers, 
Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

Extension  Service,  Wisconsin  Forest  Products 
Price  Survey  Forms,  semiannually  selected 
forest  industries  in  Wisconsin,  Lowry.  R.  L.. 
395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards,  buUdlng  code 
survey  on  preservation  of  historic  struc¬ 
tures,,  NBS-1043,  single-time,  building  of¬ 
ficials,  historic  presuvatlon  officers,  Sim- 
derhauf,  M.  B.,  395-6140. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 

AND  WRUARE 

National  Institute  of  Education,  safe  school 
study-student  questlcmiialre  fdllowup, 
NEB  135,  single-time,  secondary  school  stu¬ 
dents,  Joan  Turek. 

Office  of  Education: 

Learning  to  be  a  better  parent,  OE-438, 
single-time,  parents  of  preschool  chil¬ 
dren,  Joan  ’Turek. 

Directory  questionnaire,  OE  9045-2,  single- 
tlme,  all  coUeges  and  universities,  Joan 


1969. 

The  iietitloners  contend  that  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulatory  authority  over 
transmission  lines  and  rdated  equip¬ 
ment  Is  limited  to  <msite  portions  of  such 
lines  and  equipment  associated  with  a 
nuclear  power  facility,  in  accordance 
with  the  limitations  placed  on  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  jurisdiction  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended. 

’The  petltiOTiers  further  contend  that 
while  the  NEPA  mandates  consideration 
of  alternatives  to  transmission  lines  to  be 
constructed  from  a  proposed  nuclear  in¬ 
stallation  facility  to  an  interconnecting 


’The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  oS.  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposeiLcollection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  foim  numbOT(s) , 
if  ai^licable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  ItMns 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 


’Tur^. 

Instructions  for  preapplication  for  Federal 
assistance— Women’s  Educational  Equity 
Act  program.  OE  436,  annually,  private 
nonprofit  organizations.  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3772. 

Instructions  for  appUcatlon  for  Federal  as¬ 
sistance — ^Women’s  Eduoatlonal  Equity 
Act  program,  annually.  Individuals,  non- 
prcffit  organizations,  leas,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3772. 

Social  Security  Administration,  affidavit  for 
foreign  student  SN,  SSA-4300,  on  occasion, 
school  officials,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

Office  of  Education,  application  for  grant  for 
equipment  and  materials  to  Improve 
undergraduate  Instruction,  Title  Vl-A  HEA, 
OE  3600,  annually.  Institutions  of  post¬ 
secondary  education,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  396-3772. 
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DEPABTMBirt  OT  HOUSDn  AND  tJIBAN 
DaVDLCM^MXNT 

Housing  Management: ' 

C^A  Ttelts  to  HUIMnsured  nursing  homes, 
single-time,  selected  nursing  home  staff 
and  residents,  community  and  veterans’ 
affairs  division,  Sunderhauf,  M.  B.  396- 
3532. 

Utilization  of  three  HSW  Funded  Programs 
by  local  housing  authodtlas,  HUD  58LK2, 
semiannually,  local  housing  authorities, 
community  and  veterans’  affairs  di¬ 
vision,  Sunderhauf,  M.  B.,  395-3632. 

DEPASTSCENT  OF  TKS  INTXUOB 

Bureau  of  Outdoor  Becreatlmi,  willingness  to 
pay  user  fees  tar  recreation — citizen  survey, 
BCHt-S-20e,  ein^e-tlme,  hous^olds  in 
each  of  the  four  census  regions,  Lowry, 

B.  L.,  395-3772. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AG3tICin.TURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service,  crops  yield  in¬ 
quiry  (New  York,  North  Carolina) , 
annually,  farmers,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  396-3772. 
DZFARXMaNT  OF  AGRKUIilURE 

Rural  Slectrlflcatlon  Administration: 

Summary  oC  work  ordm  (ln£g>ectlon  by 
RIA  11^  engineer),  REA  771,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  Harry  B.  ShefteL 
Summary  of  construction  completed  by 
Vine  extenskm  contract  (Inspectloa  by 
REA  field  engineers) .  REA  778,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  REA  telephone  borrowers,  Harry  B. 
Sheftel, 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  regulations — 
Donation  of  food  commodities  tor  use  In 
United  States  (Part  350>,  ma  occasion. 
State  distributing  agency,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
396-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Bureau  of  Census: 

Electric  lamps  (bulbs  only) ,  MQ-36B, 
quarterly,  manufacturing  establish¬ 
ments,  Peterson,  M.  O.,  395-5631. 

Pumps  and  compressors — annual  report, 
MA-36P,  anaually,  manufacturing  es¬ 
tablishments,  Peterson,  M.  O.,  395-6631. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WKLFARE 

Office  of  Education,  enrollment  data  r^xirt — 
education  In  llbrariansh4i,  OE  3095,  3096, 
3097,  annually,  institutions  of  higher  ed¬ 
ucation,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  396-3772. 

Extensions 

TT.S.  CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Medical  r^ort  (diabetes  mellitus)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  application  for  Federal  em¬ 
ployment,  CSC  3684,  on  occasion,  diabetics 
who  have  applied  for  Federal  service, 
Marsha  Traynham,  396-4629. 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Interest  rates  charged  on  selected  types  of 
loans  made  during  the  calendar  week 
ended,  FR  836A,  FR  836B,  weekly,  commer¬ 
cial  banks,  Marsha  Traynham,  396-4529. 
Quarterly  supplement  to  the  monthly  survey 
on  interest  rates  charged  on  selected  types 
of  loans,  FR  835C,  quarterly  commercial 
banks,  Marsha  Traynham,  396-4629. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service,  application  for  payment  (National 
Wool  Act),  CCC1155,  on  occasion,  wool 
producers,  Marsha  Traynham,  396-4529. 


Mod  zad  Nutrition  Service; 

Begiiletikm — flneneUd  eazletance  for  distri¬ 
bution  of  federally  donerturt  commodities, 
on  occaekm.  State  ag^cy  and/or  county 
or  political  subdivision,  Marsha  Trayn- 
ham,  306-4839. 

Report  of  program  iterations  and  eoats, 
and  status  of  funds,  WIC  program,  FMS 
187,  monthly.  State  agencies,  Lowry,  B.  L., 
395-3772. 

Economic  Research  Service,  letter  of  inquiry 
concerning  farm  real  estate  tax  trends  in 
current  year,  annually,  selected  tax  experts 
In  each  State,  Hulett,  D.  T.,  396-4730. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis : 

Transactions  with  foreign  subsidiary  or 
affiliated  corporation.  BS-677,  quarterly, 
U.S.  multinational  corporations,  Marsha 
Traynham,  395-4629. 

Transactions  of  UJ3.  businesses  with  for¬ 
eign  holders  of  26  percent  of  reporters 
voting  securities,  BE-608,  quarterly,  U.8. 
subsidiaries  of  foreign  multinationals, 
Marsha  Traynham,  396-4629. 

Tranaactlons  of  UB.  branches  or  subsidl- 
ariCB  of  foreign  insurance  companies 
with  foreign  parent  or  home  office,  BE 
606-1.  annually.  UB.  subsidiaries  of  foc- 
elgn  multinationals.  Marsha  Traynham, 
396-4529. 

Transactions  of  U.S.  branches  or  agencies 
of  foreign  banking  firms  with  home  of¬ 
fices.  BE-806B,  quarterly,  U.S.  branches 
of  foreign  multinationals,  Marsha  Trayn¬ 
ham.  396-4529. 

Transactions  of  UB.  branches  or  other  un¬ 
incorporated  UB.  business  with  foreign 
home  office,  BE  606,  quarterly,  UB. 
branches  of  foreign  multinationals, 
Marsha  Traynham,  395-4629. 
Transactions  with  foreign  subsidiaries  and 
branches  of  UB.  mntinri  picture  com¬ 
panies,  BB-36,  quarterly,  U.B  multton- 
tlonal  conqMUAleB,  Marsha  lYaynham, 
395-4629. 

Domestic  trading  lossed  relating  to  crude 
ell  t>T  foreign  affiUatea,  BB-678 

(P),  quarterly,  UB.  auRinational  corpo¬ 
rations,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4629. 
Transactions  of  fcwsign  subsidiaries  or 
branches  of  UB.  Insurance  cixnponles, 
BE-6781,  annually,  UB.  multinational 
ccH’porations,  Marsha  Traynham,  395- 
4629. 

Operations  of  foreign,  branches  of  UB. 
banking  firms,  BE  578B,  quarterly,  UB. 
multinational  corporations,  Marsha 
Tra3rnham,  396-4629. 

Operations  of  foreign  branches  or  other 
unincorporated  foreign  business  of  UB. 
reporters,  BE  678,  quarterly,  U.S.  multi¬ 
national  corporations,  MRrsha  Traynham, 
396-4529. 

Transactions  with  associated  fmreign  en¬ 
terprises  transactions  of  primary  foreign 
organization  with  secondary  foreign  or¬ 
ganization,  BE-677A,  annually,  UB. 
multinational  corporations,  Marsha 
Traynham.  395-4529. 

department  of  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  Education,  iq)pllGation  for  federal 
assistance;  Instruction  lor  parte  B  and/m 
C.  Title  IV,  Pub.  L.  92-318,  OB  267,  oa  oc¬ 
casion,  Indian  tribes,  organizations,  educa¬ 
tional  agencies  and  Indian  Leas,  Marsha 
Traynham,  395-4629. 

Phillip  D.  Lassbn, 
Budget  and  Management 
Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-26213  FUed  9-29-75;  8:46  am] 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSlOH 

[Docket  No.  R76-1:  Ordar  No.  83] 

POSTAL  RATE  AND  FEE  CHANGES,  1975 

Order  Designating  a  Presidtng  Officer  and 
an  Officer  of  tlw  Commission,  Estabflsfi- 
ing  Date  of  Prehearing  Cenference  and 
Establishing  Proceedings 

Seetsxber  26,  1275. 

On  September  19, 1975,  the  Postal  Rate 
Commissimi  (here^itcr  Commlarion) 
issued  a  Notice '  stating  that  the  United 
States  Postal  Service  (hereinafter  Foetal 
Service  or  Service)  had  filed  b  Bequest 
(September  18, 1975)  forarecnmmwnded 
decision  on  dianges  in  rates  and  fees 
for  postal  services. 

I.  Appointmknt  of  Pkesidhtc  C^ticer 

In  furtherance  of  the  Oommissioii’s 
expeditious  consideratkai  ol  the  Bequest 
and  pursuant  to  section  3(Kh>  of  the 
Commisskm’s  rules  of  praeiiee  E39  CJPJi. 

S  30(b)],  the  Commission  will  conduct 
the  prehearing  eonf  ereeces  and  hearings 
CD.  banc.  Clyde  S.  DuPont,  C!balnnan, 
will  be  presiding  ofScer  hi  such  pracead- 
ings  [39  CJP.B.  Si30&1.5<e>;  3001.231. 
An  initial  prehearing  conference  wUl  be 
held  on  October  22,  1915,  and,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  October  23,  1975i.  The  oonfeiCBce 
will  commence  each  day  at  10:00  ajo.  at 
the  Postal  Rate  Commisstan’s  haaxing 
rocnn,  suite  500,  2000  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20268,  and  shall  be  on 
the  record  and  a  transcript  made  cxeQxt 
where  the  presiding  ofBeer  deterxntecs 
otherwise. 

n.  Apponmnarr  or  the  OrricER  of  the 

COMMISSIOH 

The  Officer  of  the  Onmmission  (OOC) 
designated  to  represent  the  ganand  pub¬ 
lic*  in  this  proceeding  will  be  Nonnan 
D.  Schwarts,  Assistant  Oeneral  OeuBsel 
(litigation) .  During  this  proceeding,  the 
QOC  will  direct  the  activities  of  Cotmnls- 
slon  peiaomnel  assigned  to  assist  him,  and 
neither  he  nor  any  such  personnel  will 
participate  in  nor  advise  as  to  any  Com¬ 
mission  decision  in  the  case.*  The  OOC 
will  supply  for  the  record,  at  the  appro¬ 
priate  time,  the  names  of  tdl  CommlssioR 
personnel  assigned  to  assist  him  in  this 
case.  In  this  proceeding  the  OOC  shall 
be  separately  served  three  cigdes  of  all 
filings  in  addition  to,  and  simultaneousiy 
with,  s^vice  on  the  Commission  of  the 
25  copies  required  by  section  18(c)  of  the 
rules  of  practice  [39  CJ'.R.  {  3001.10 
(c)l. 

m.  Procedures  Foa  Expedition 

Section  3624  of  the  Postal  Rcoi^aniza- 
tion  Act  (29  U.S.C.  §3624),  as  well  as 
secticm  24  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  (39)  C.PJl.  §  3001.24) ,  provides 
that  the  Commission  is  to  conduct  its 
proceedings  and  issue  a  recommended 
decision  with  the  utmost  practicable  ex¬ 
pedition  consistent  with  fairness  to  the 


1  The  Notice  was  publi^eO  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  24,  1975  (40  Fed.  Beg. 
44043) . 

«  See  39  UB.C.  1 3624(a>. 

*  See  39  C  J'B.  i  SOOIB 
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pcuiies.  In  older  to  do  so,  we  are  issuing 
the  present  detailed  order  so  that  all 
those  vdK>  contemplate  participating  in 
this  case  (even  though  not  yet  admitted) 
will  have  ample  time  to  prepare  for  the 
prehearing  omference. 

In  this  regard,  the  Ck>mmisslon  directs 
the  attention  of  the  parties,  and  of  peti¬ 
tioners  for  leave  to  Intervene  or  be  heard 
as  limited  participators,  to  section  24(d) 
of  the  CHxnmission’s  rules  of  practice 
which  sets  forth  the  matters  which  the 
presiding  officer  and  the  participants 
shall  consider  and  resolve  at  the  prehecu:- 
ing  conference.  All  participants  are  re¬ 
quired  and  expected  to  appear  at  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  fully  prepared  to  dis¬ 
cuss  in  detail  and  resolve  these  matters. 
Additionally,  participants  wlH  have  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the  attached 
list  of  suggested  procedtiral  guidelines 
and  proposed  special  rules  of  practice 
end  should  be  authorized  to  make  com¬ 
mitments  with  respect  thereto.  See  At¬ 
tachment  A.  Before  the  close  of  the  pre- 
hearing  conference,  participants  wUl  also 
have  the  opportunity  to  make  opening 
statements,  if  they  so  desire. 

In  the  past,  our  rules  regarding  dis¬ 
covery  have  been  leniently  enforced  on 
occasion.  For  example,  time  limitations 
have  been  waived  and  extended  (particu¬ 
larly  for  completion  of  discovery)  in  so 
many  instances  that  considerable  delay 
of  the  proceedings  has  resulted.  Because 
we  are  determined  to  accelerate  the  con¬ 
duct  of  this  case,  as  the  statute  requires, 
and  because  the  recent  trial  and  decision 
of  our  previous  rate  case  have  given  us 
a  body  of  useful  experience  which  we  an¬ 
ticipate  will  guide  us  in  this  proceeding, 
we  plan  to  adhere  as  strictly  as  possible 
to  the  procedural  requirements  and  filing 
deadlines  set  out  in  our  niles  of  practice. 
The  parties  should  therefore — ^from  the 
outset  of  this  proceeding — ^make  certain 
that  they  have  provided  adequate  re¬ 
sources  for  the  prompt  preparation  of 
and  response  to  all  discovery  requests. 

In  furtherance  of  this  objective,  we 
have  tentatively  decided  on  a  procedme 
to  be  followed  in  case  answers  to  discov¬ 
ery  requests  are  not  forthcoming  within 
ttxe  prescribed  time.  If  a  motion  to  com- 
pd  responses  is  not  answered  by  a  de¬ 
monstration  of  cogent  and  convincing 
reasons  for  delay,  the  presiding  officer 
wffl  prescribe  a  time  at  which  the  witness 
to  whom  the  discovery  requests  were  ad¬ 
dressed  will  be  produced  for  oral  exam¬ 
ination  on  the  subject  matter  of  such  re¬ 
quests.  This  examination  will  be  con¬ 
duct^  in  parallel  with  the  main  hear¬ 
ings.  before  special  presiding  officers  *  to 
be  designated  by  the  Commission  for  that 
purpose.  The  special  presiding  officer  will 
record  any  objections  made,  together 
with  his  proposed  disposition  thereof. 
Mid  transmit  both  to  the  Chairman  act¬ 
ing  in  his  capacity  as  presiding  officer  of 
the  main  hearing.  A  transcript  will  be 
made  of  any  such  examination,  and  the 

<  Analogous  procedures  are  found  in  the 
Juldioiary  where  Special  Masters  eometlmes 
appointed  by  a  oo\irt  for  the  hearing  of 
particular  matters.  See  FJt.Cf .  Rule 


responding  witness  may  be  represented 
by  counsel.  We  expect  that  such  ancillary 
proceedings  will  accelerate  the  obtaining 
of  responses  (which  would  otherwise 
have  to  be  pursued  by  written  pleadings 
and  motions),  while  not  requiring  the 
main  proceedings  to  be  halted. 

While  we  are  not  at  this  time  specify¬ 
ing  any  procedures  for  the  taking  of 
depositions  in  parallel  with  the  principal 
hearing,  the  parties  and  the  presiding 
officer  will  consider  their  use  when  ap¬ 
propriate  to  hasten  resp>onses  to  discov¬ 
ery  requests  and  where  attendance  of  a 
special  presiding  officer  may  not  be  re¬ 
quired. 

All  participants  should  give  careful 
consideration  to  expediting  this  proceed¬ 
ing  and  in  connection  therewith  review 
the  proposed  schedule  of  procedural 
stages.  See  Attachment  B.  This  schedule 
Will  be  discussed  at  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  target 
dates  for  completion  of  each  stage.  For 
the  information  of  the  participants  wish¬ 
ing  to  propose  estimated  completion 
dates  for  each  stage,  it  is  noted  by  the 
Ck)nunission  that  evidentiary  hearings  in 
Docket  No.  R74-1  were  held  on  46  days. 
Given  this  experience — and  that  of 
Docket  R71-1  which  had  approximately 
64  hearing  days — ^we  are  of  the  view  that 
the  total  time  needed  to  develop  the 
requisite  evidentiary  record  herein 
should  not  exceed  a  period  of  6  months. 
Accordingly,  we  tentatively  plan  to  close 
the  record  in  these  proceedings  by  March 
30.  1976. 

The  requirements  of  the  Act  demand 
expedited  proceedings,  coupled  with  pro¬ 
cedural  fairness.  We  must  respond  ac¬ 
cordingly.  We  would  also  alert  the  parties 
that  our  intention  to  expedite  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  applies  with  equal  force  to  the 
briefing  stage  following  the  close  of  the 
record.  Parties  should  therefore  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  propose  a  briefing  schedule  con¬ 
sonant  with  this  policy.  See  Attachment 
B. 

In  determining  that  a  six-month  hear¬ 
ing  schedule  is  prlma  facie  sufficient,  and 
that  a  relatively  short  briefing  schedule 
will  likely  be  appropriate,  we  are  also 
guided  by  the  fact  that  postal  rate  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  no  longer  in  the  prototype 
stage.  Thus,  we  anticipate  eliminating 
from  consideration  certain  subjects 
which  were  before  us  in  earlier  rate 
proceedings. 

While  we  are  not  prepared  at  this  time 
to  make  specific  exclusions,  we  are  of  the 
view,  for  example,  that  little  if  any  dis¬ 
cussion  of  gen&ral  cost  theory  will  be  re¬ 
quired  in  this  docket.  The  guidelines  laid 
down  in  Docket  No.  R74-1  will  be  gen¬ 
erally  adhered  to.  We  do  not  contem¬ 
plate  either  assembling  a  record  or  is¬ 
suing  a  decision  on  broad  general  aspects 
of  cost  theory. 

Similar  comments  apply  to  the  use  of 
demand  analysis  to  distribute  nonattrib- 
utable  costs,  in  accordance  with  the 
general  principles  laid  down  in  Docket 
No.  R74-1.  We  regard  those  principles  as 
largely  settled,  and  will  entertain  pro¬ 
posed  refinements  and  corrections  as  part 
of  the  present  record,  but  not  overall 


critiques  or  defenses  of  the  general  the¬ 
ory  adopted  in  that  proceeding. 

However,  we  would  emphasize  that  it 
is  not  our  Intention  at  this  time  to  rule 
on  any  propoi^d  evidentiary  presenta¬ 
tion.  That  would  be  premature  action  on 
our  part.  Nonetheless,  it  is  our  view  that 
parties  should  carefully  associate  testi¬ 
mony  concerning  economic  theory  and 
demand  analysis  with  specific  applica¬ 
tions  thereto — Including  rate  design. 
Thus,  discussion  of  theory  in  these  areas 
may  still  be  appropriate  if  it  relates  to 
specific  matters  such  as  the  proper  at¬ 
tribution  of  a  given  cost  segment,  or  a 
challenge  to  an  allegedly  erroneous  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  general  volume  variabil¬ 
ity  theory. 

IV.  Prehearing  Conference  Statements 

In  preparation  for  the  initial  prehear¬ 
ing  conference,  each  participant  should 
serve  a  document  captioned  “Prehearing 
Conference  Statement”  on  or  before  Oc¬ 
tober  20,  1975,  containing  the  following: 

1.  A  suggested  list  which  states  with 
particularity  the  issues  the  party  believes 
should  be  addressed  in  this  case.  (Aster¬ 
isks,  denoting  those  issues  on  which  the 
party  intends  to  present  evidence,  should 
precede  the  stated  issue.) 

2.  A  statement  of  the  participant’s 
tentative  position  on  each  of  the  proposed 
issues. 

3.  A  brief  statement  describing  for  each 
issue  the  evidence,  if  any,  the  participant 
proposes  to  Introduce. 

4.  A  legal  memorandum,  where  appro¬ 
priate,  in  support  of  the  issues  proposed, 
the  positions  taken,  the  evidence  to  be 
presented  and  other  legal  matters  which 
should  be  considered. 

5.  Any  other  matter  the  participant 
believes  should  be  pursued  at  the  pre- 
hearing  conference. 

Prior  to  the  initial  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence,  all  participants  are  encoiu'aged  in¬ 
formally  and  promptly  to  inform  the 
Postal  Service  of  desired  preliminary 
clarification  in  the  Service’s  presentation 
which  each  participant  believes  necessary 
in  order  to  expedite  this  proceeding. 

V.  Discovery 

The  Commission  directs  the  attention 
of  all  participants  to  the  provisions  of 
sections  25,  26  and  27  of  the  rules  of 
practice  (39  C.F.R.  §§3001.25,  3001.26, 
3001.27)  establishing  the  availability  of, 
and  the  rules  for,  discovery  procedures. 
The  discovery  process  is  one  aspect  of 
rate  proceedings  which  we  particularly 
wish  to  expedite.  Interrogatories  must  be 
answered  promptly  so  that  the  expedited 
hearing  program  we  are  adopting  here 
can  function  effectively. 

In  an  effort  to  reduce  or  obviate  cer¬ 
tain  peripheral  discovery  by  the  parties, 
the  Commission  will  entertain  proper 
or^  motions  requesting  an  opportimity 
to  engage  in  a  limited  amount  of  “pre¬ 
liminary  cross  examination”  of  Postal 
Service  witnesses  during  prehearing  con¬ 
ferences.  In  this  regard,  the  Service  is  re¬ 
quested  to  have  its  witnesses  present  and 
be  able  to  provide  for  the  record  the  re¬ 
quested  clarifications  or  any  other  rele¬ 
vant  information  which  might  be  re- 
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quested  at  the  prehearing  conference.” 
A  similar  “preliiBlnary  cross  examlna> 
tion”  session  for  clarification  of  the  pre¬ 
sentation’s  of  the  participants  will  be 
held  following  the  filing  of  other  par¬ 
ticipants'  cases. 

As  stated,  it  is  our  desire  that  this  type 
of  clarifying  questioning  will  help  reduce 
the  length  of  the  formal  discovery  period 
by  disposing  of  purely  informational  re¬ 
quests  on  the  record  during  prehearing 
conferences.  Preliminary  cross  examina¬ 
tion.  however,  should  be  requested  only 
where  a  party  is  of  the  view  (and  can  per¬ 
suasively  demonstrate)  that  the  expected 
responses  are  an  essential  part  of  the 
hearing  record.  Normally,  participants 
should  use  informal  off-the-record  con¬ 
ference  techniques  to  the  maximum  ex¬ 
tent  possible.  In  this  connection,  we 
would  request  the  Postal  Service  to  file 
periodically,  e.g.,  every  two  weeks,  (1)  a 
listing  of  information  given  to  parties 
in  response  to  informal  requests  and  (2) 
a  copy  of  the  information  to  be  lodged 
in  the  dockets  section  of  the  Postal  Pate 
Commission.  This  procedxire  will  avoid 
duplicative  requests  from  participants  for 
identical  information.  It  will  be  optional 
for  other  participants  to  follow  this  pro¬ 
cedure  because,  unlike  the  Service,  they 
are  not  usually  the  source  of  “data  base’’ 
information. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
Commission  will  sit  en  banc,  with  Clyde 
S.  DuPont,  Cffiairman,  as  presiding  offi¬ 
cer,  in  the  above-captioned  proceeding. 

(B)  A  prehearing  conference,  regard¬ 
ing  which  a  Notice  of  Proceeding  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  24, 1975  (40  Fed.  Reg.  44043) , 
will  be  held  on  October  22,  1975,  and 
October  23,  1975,  at  10:00  ajn.  each  day 
in  the  Postal  Rate  Commission  hearing 
room,  suite  500,  2000  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20268.  The  Conference 
will  be  held  for  the  purposes  specified 
in  section  24  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  (39  CJPJl.  S  3001.24)  and  in 
this  order,  and  to  afford  all  participants 
in  the  proceeding  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard  with  respect  to  the  procedures  to 
be  followed  in  expeditiously  determining 
the  issues  to  be  resolved  in  Docket  No. 
R76-1.  The  conference  proceedings  shall 
be  recorded  by  an  official  reporter  except 
where  otherwise  directed  by  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer. 

(C)  Norman  D.  Schwartz,  Assistant 
General  Cmmsel  (Litigation)  is  hereby 
designated  as  the  Officer  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  represent  the  general  public  in 
this  proceeding.  Service  of  documents 
on  the  Commission  shall  not  constitute 
service  on  the  (X>C  who  shall  separately 
be  served  three  copies  of  all  documents. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  James  R.  LnrosAT, 

Secretary. 

‘  Such  requests  might,  for  example,  be  for 
workpapers,  soxirces  of  numbers  used,  ex¬ 
planations  or  demonstrations  of  mathemati¬ 
cal  processes  employed,  etc.  We  contemplate 
that  any  extensive  responses  would  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  writing,  but  any  Inquiry  which 
can  be  answered  Immediately  by  a  witness 
should  be  so  disposed  of. 


Attachment  A 

PART  i:  proposed  special  rules  of 

PRACnCB* 

Grouping.  Participants  with  common 
interests  or  positions  in  this  proceeding 
should  group  themselves  to  make  a  Joint 
presentation  including  oral  representa¬ 
tion,  briefing,  and  presentation  of  evi¬ 
dence.  Such  grouping  will  be  without 
derogation  to  the  right  of  any  party  to 
present  a  s^iarate  point  of  view  where 
his  pc^tion  differs  from  that  of  the 
group  in  which  he  is  participating. 

Discovery.  The  discovery  procedures 
set  forth  in  the  Commission’s  order 
herein  are  not  exclusive.  The  parties  will 
be  expected  also  to  engage  in  informal 
discovery  wherever  possible  to  clarify  ex¬ 
hibits  and  testimony.  The  results  of  such 
efforts  may  be  introduced  into  the  record 
by  stipulation,  supplonaitary  testimony, 
or  exhibit,  by  presenting  selected  written 
interrogatories  and  answers  for  adoption 
by  a  witness  at  the  hearing  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  means. 

Case-in-Chief.  The  case-in-chief  of  all 
participants  shall  be  in  writing  and  shall 
include  the  participant’s  direct  case  and 
its  rebuttal,  if  any,  to  the  United  States 
Postal  Service’s  case-in-chlef.  It  should 
be  accompanied  by  legal  memoranda, 
where  appropriate. 

Exhibits.  Exhibits  should  be  self- 
explanatory.  They  should  contain  ap¬ 
propriate  footnotes  or  narrative  explfdn- 
Ing  the  source  of  each  item  of  informa¬ 
tion  used  and  the  methods  employed  in 
statistical  compilations.  The  principal 
title  of  each  exhibit  should  state  what 
it  contains  and  may  also  contain  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  purpose  for  which  the  ex¬ 
hibit  is  offered;  however,  such  a  state¬ 
ment  will  not  be  considered  part  of  the 
evidentiary  record.  Where  one  part  of  a 
multi-page  exhibit  is  based  on  another 
part,  as  on  another  exhibit,  appropriate 
cross  references  should  be  made.  Rele¬ 
vant  exposition  should  be  Included  in  the 
exhibit  or  given  in  the  accompanying 
testimony. 

Official  Notice.  Parties  requesting  offi¬ 
cial  notice  should  refer  to  the  page  and 
paragraph  of  such  material  and  should 
furnish  copies  of  the  referenced  item  for 
the  record  and  for  other  parties. 

Special  Service  and  Dates.  Interroga¬ 
tories  and  answers  thereto  should  be 
served  on  the  Commission,  the  Officer 
of  the  Commission  (three  copies) ,  on  the 
complementary  party,  and  on  any  other 
party  so  requesting. 

Follow-up  interrogatories  should  be 
served  within  five  da3r8  of  receipt  of  the 
answer  to  the  pripr  Interrogatory  unless 
a  good  reason  is  stated. 

Written  cross-examination  will  be  uti¬ 
lized  whenever  possible,  to  introduce  fac¬ 
tual  or  statistical  evidence.  Written 
cross-examination  should  be  served  three 
days  before  the  announced  appearance 
of  a  witness  on  the  Commission,  on  the 
Officer  of  the  Commission  (three  copies) , 

*In  the  main,  these  special  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  have  been  utilized  effectively  in  past  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceedings  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  we  propose  their  continued  use. 


on  tile  witness’  counsel,  and  on  any  par- 
tteipant  to^requesting. 

Oral  cross-examination  will  be  p^- 
mitted  for  testing  assumptions,  conclu¬ 
sions,  or  other  opinion  evidence.  How¬ 
ever,  requests  for  permission  to  conduct 
oral  cross-examination  must  be  made  in 
advance,  accompanied  by  (1)  specific 
references  to  the  subject  matter  to  be 
examined,  and  (2)  page  references  to 
the  rdevant  direct  testimony.  Requests 
by  participants  for  oral-cross  examina¬ 
tion  ^ould  be  served  three  days  befme 
the  announced  appearance  of  a  witness 
on  the  Commission,  on  the  Officer  of  the 
Ccanmisslon  (three  copies),  on  counsel 
for  the  witness,  and  on  any  participant 
so  requesting. 

General.  Argument  will  not  be  received 
in  evidence.  It  is  the  province  of  the 
lawyer,  not  the  witness.  It  should  be 
presented  in  brief  or  memoranda. 

New  affirmative  matter  (not  in  reply  to 
another  party’s  direct  case)  should  not 
be  included  in  rebuttal  testimony  or 
exhibits. 

Cross-examine  will  be  limited  to  testi¬ 
mony  which  is  adverse  to  the  participant 
wishing  to  cross-examine. 

Legal  memoranda,  where  appropriate, 
will  be  welcome  at  any  stage  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

PART  n:  SUGGESTED  PROCEDURAL 
GUIDELINES 

1.  All  parties  will  be  expected  to  refer¬ 
ence  their  exhibits  and  the  testimony  of 
their  witnesses  to  one  another  and  whm 
inconsistencies  between  testimony  or  nu¬ 
merical  figures  appear,  such  inconsisten¬ 
cies  are  to  be  explained. 

2.  Parties  will  be  required  to  sponsor 
as  exhibits  workpapers  which  were  relied 
on  for  the  purpose  of  proposing  rates  or 
for  challenging  the  proposed  rates  of 
another  party  or  the  Postal  Service. 

3.  Any  participant  who  proposes  a  rate 
or  set  of  rates  will  be  expect^  to  calcu¬ 
late  all  appropriations  implied  by  such 
proposals.  The  participant  wUl  also  be 
expected  to  show  through  workpapers  or 
testimony  how  such  appropriations  were 
calculated.  (See  e^J-,  The  Commission’s 
Recommended  Decision  in  Docket  No. 
R74-1,  Appendix  L.) 

4.  The  Postal  Service  and  all  other 
participants  will  be  expected  to  demon¬ 
strate  in  a  specific,  cogent  manner  the 
relationshU)  of  proposed  rates  to  the 
ratemaking  criteria  of  the  Postal  Re¬ 
organization  Act.  Generalized  statements 
that  a  particular  rate  meets  the  rate¬ 
making  criteria  of  the  Act  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  non-responslve. 

5.  The  Postal  Service  and  all  partici¬ 

pants  will  be  expected  to  fully  doimment 
all  phases  of  their  presentation  and  to 
provide  all  studies  relied  on  in  the  pres- 
entatiem  of  each  case-in-chief  or  rebuttal 
of  other  participants’  presentations. 
Where  studies  or  documents  are  primar¬ 
ily  relied  on  as  the  basis  of  a  pn^iosed 
rate  or  rates,  the  participant  relying  on 
such  material  will  be  expected  to  sponsor 
the  material  as  an  exhibit.  ^ 

6.  Documents  and  studies  which  are  ' 
prohibitively  expensive  to  reproduce  for  j 
use  by  each  participant,  or  which  are 
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prohibitively  voluminous,  shall  be  filed 
in  the  docket  section  of  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission  and  shall  be  sponsored  as  an 
exhibit  by  the  participant.  The  filed  doc> 
uments  should  receive  both  (1)  a  hear¬ 
ing  Exhibit  number  and  (2)  a  “PRC  lib. 
ref.”  number. 

7.  Volume  data  presented  by  the  Serv¬ 
ice  and  all  participants  shall  be  provided 
by  class  and  subclass. 

8.  The  Postal  Service  shall  provide  de¬ 
tail  as  to  the  specific  natime  and  the  dol¬ 
lar  amoimt  of  the  various  items  in  each 
cost  segment  on  both  a  “before”  aiid 
“after  rate”  basis. 

9.  Hearings  on  the  Postal  Service’s 
proposed  rate  changes  will  be  com¬ 
menced  immediately  following  ttiat  part 
of  the  discovery  process  relating  to  the 
Service’s  proposed  changes. 

Attachment  B 

SCHEDULE  OF  PROCEDURAL  STAGES* 

Month- 


day- 

year 

9-18-75 _  Rate  request  filed. 

9-26-75 _  Order  designating  a  presiding 


officer  and  an  Officer  of  tlie 
Commission,  establishing 
date  of  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  and  establishing  pro¬ 
ceedings. 


10-3-75 _  Petitions  to  intervene  or  be 

heard  as  a  limited  partici¬ 
pator  to  be  filed. 

10-9-75 _  Answers  to  petitions  to  inter¬ 

vene  or  be  heard  as  a  lim¬ 
ited  participator  to  be  filed. 

10-14-75 _  Order  disposing  of  petitions  to 

mtervene  or  be  heard  as  a 
Umlted  participator. 

10-20-75 _  Participants  to  file  statement 


of  Issues,  evidence  to  be 
presented  and  any  appro¬ 
priate  legal  memoranda. 

10-22-75 _  Initial  prehearing  confer¬ 

ences  to  be  held  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  set  forth  in  this  order 
and  section  24(d)  of  the 
rules  of  practice  [39  C.F.R. 
13001.24(d)]. 

_ _  Completion  of  initial  discov¬ 
ery  phase  related  to  the 
submittal  of  interrogatories 
(and  other  discovery)  for 
Information  needed  to 
cross-examine  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice’s  witnesses.  (Answers 
due _ ) . 

_ _  Completion  of  discovery  proc¬ 
ess  directed  to  the  Postal 
Service  (and  other  partici¬ 
pants,  as  necessary)  for  in¬ 
formation  needed  by  in- 
tervenors  for  their  direct 
and  rebuttal  evidentiary 
presentations.  Answers  due 
. ). 


'The  blanks  for  the  dates  are  to  be  filled 
In  during  the  Commission  Prehearing  Con¬ 
ference  on  Octoh»  22,  1975. 

12-22-76—  Piling  of  the  case-ln-chlef  of 


Mimth- 

day- 

year 

12-82-76 _  Filing  of  the  case-in-chief  of. 

-  Beginning  of  hearings,  i.e., 

cross-examination,  on  the 
Postal  Service’s  case-ln- 
chlef. 

each  participant  (including 
that  of  OOC). 

- -  Conferences  for  the  purpose  of 

clarification  of  each  partici¬ 
pant’s  case. 

_  Completion  of  Initial  discovery 

phase  for  submittal  of  inter¬ 
rogatories  (and  other  discov¬ 
ery)  related  to  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  (1)  cross  examination 
of  participants’  cases  and  (2) 
discovery  process  directed  to 
the  participants  for  informa¬ 
tion  needed  by  Postal  Service 
and  others  for  rebuttal.  (An¬ 
swers  due _ ) . 

_  Completion  of  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ings  as  to  the  Service’s  case- 
ln-chlef. 

-  Beginning  of  evidentiary  hear- 

•  Ings  as  to  the  case-in-chief  of 
each  participant. 

_  Completion  of  the  evidentiary 

hearings  as  to  the  case-in - 
chief  of  each  participant. 

_  Rebuttal  evidence  of  the  Postal 

Service  and  each  participant. 
(No  discovery  to  be  permitted 
on  this  rebuttal  evidence; 
only  oral  cross  examination) . 

-  Beginning  of  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing  on  rebuttal  evidence. 

3-30-76 _  Close  of  the  evidentiary  record. 

_  Initial  briefs  filed. 

_  Reply  briefs  filed. 

[FR  Doc.76-26166  Filed  9-29-75;8;45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  34-11669;  Pile  Nos.  SR-MSTC- 
75-1;  SR-MCC-75-1] 

MIDWEST  STOCK  EXCHANGE.  INC. 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations;  Schedule 
of  Charges  for  Services 

In  the  matter  of  the  Midwest  Stock  Ex¬ 
change,  Inc.,  with  respect  to  the  Sched¬ 
ule  of  Charges  for  Services  Rendered  by 
Midwest  Securities  Trust  Company  and 
Midwest  Clearing  Corporation;  Proposed 
Rule  Change  by  Midwest  Securities  Trust 
Company  and  Midwest  Clearing  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  September  2,  1975, 
the  Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  filed 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  a  proposed  rule  change  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change  Section  1 
of  Rule  13  of  the  Midwest  Securities 
Trust  Company  Rules  and  Section  1  of 
Rule  19  of  the  Midwest  Clearing  Corpora¬ 
tion  Rules  provide  that  the  respective 
Board  of  Directors  shall  adopt,  and  may 
from  time-to-time  amend,  a  non-dis- 
criminatory  schedule  of  charges  for  serv¬ 
ices  rendered.  Pursuant  to  these  provi¬ 
sions,  the  Executive  Committee  of  the 
Board  of  Governors  has  adopted  the 
following  charges: 


Proposed  MS  T  system  schedule  of  charges 


Service  charges 


MCC 


M8TC 


Regular  participant  account . : .  $40.00.. . $100.00. 

Distribution  (out-of-town  participants) .  $25.00 .  $25.00. 

Minimum  account-billing  for  all  services  (exclusive  of  re-billed  costs) . $250.00 . 

Trade  recording; 

CN8,  trade-for-trade  or  PDF  system; 

Round  lot . . . $0.50/trd . . 

Mixed  lot . $0.60/trd . 

Odd  lot . $0.10/trd . 

Other  exchange  (interface)  incoming .  No  charge . . 

Other  exchange  (interface)  outgoing. . $0.50/trd . 

Other  exchange  CSE,  D8E  and  OCC  service  charge . $0.10/trd . 

Total  charge  (specialist  accounts  only): 

1—1 ,000  trades . $0.83/trd . 

1,001—2,000  trades . . . $0.74/trd . 

2,001—4,000  trades . $0.65/trd . 

4,001— 8,000  trades . $0.66/trd . 

8,001 — over  trades . $0.47/trd . 

SeUtement  aervicet: 

Special  security  movement  (SSM): 

Delivery  (Item  charge  plus  4  cents  per  1,000  in  value,  with  a  maximum  $1.00  (A,  C) . 

charge  of  $3.50  on  value.). 

Receipt . . . $1.00 . 

OTC  envelope  delivery . $1.00  (A,  C) . 

Receipt . $0.50 . 

C  NS  interactivity  delivery,  long . $0.50. 

Interactivity,  short . $0.50. 

Trade  for  trade  items:  , 

Delivery . $1.00 . .  (C). 

Receipt . 1 . W.50 . (C). 

Note; 

(A)  Deposits  11:00  a.m.  to  11:30  a.m . $5.00 . — 

(B)  Deposits  11:30  to  5:30  lor  next  day  credit . $0.25 . - . - 

(C)  Reclamation/correction . $5.00 . . . 

(D)  Shipping  charge  at  cost . . 
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Proposed  MST  system  schedule  of  charges — Ck)]itinued 


Service  charges 


MCC 


MSTC 


Trade  for  trade  PDF  items: 

Delivery . •. . $1.00... . (C). 

Receipt . $0.80 . (C). 

Membw  to  member  stock  loan: 

Delivery  (loan  or  return  of  loan) . $1.00 . . 

Receipt . . . $0.50 . 

Dividend  settlement  service: 

Claimant . ■ . $0.50 - .' - 

Recipient . $0.25 . . 

Fartlcirant  Delivery  Service  (PDF): 

Trade  input . : . $0.50 . . 

Acknowledgement  (plus  notmal  trade  recording  and  settlement  $0.50 . 

charges). 

PeposUorv  service*: 

Certificate  deposits  to  clearing  free  (001): 

(Including  deliveries  against  MCC  short  value  positions) _ $0.50  (A,  B,  C). 

To  loan  free  (002) . $0.50  (A,  B,  C). 

To  depository  free  (003) . .  $0.50  (A,  B,  C). 

Safekeeping: 

Each  issue  with  free  or  pledge  position . $0.45  per  issue 

per  month. 

Depository  delivery  instruction  (D.D.I.): 

Inter-p«fftlcipant  delivery . . . $0.55  (C).  , 

Inter-partlclpant  receipt . $0.55  (C). 

Intra-participant  delivery . $0.55  (C). 

IVithdiaw^  street  request . $1.75  (C). 

Withdrawal  demand  request . $2.00. 

Standing  instructions  (D.D.I.  Physical  Withdrawal): 

PiiniMy  account . $200.00  per 

month. 

Secondary  account  (used  in  conjunction  with  a  primary  account). _ _ $60.00  per 

(Plus  normal  withdrawal  or  D.D.I.  charges).  month. 

Depository  input  satellites: 

Normal  deposit  charge  (plus  appropriate  Discharges)... .  (D). 

Note: 

(A)  Deposits,  11:00  a.m.  to  11:30  a.m . $5.00 . 

(B)  Depots,  11:30  to  6:30  for  next  day  credit . $0.25 . . 

(C)  Reclamation/correctlon . $5.00.. . . 

(D)  Shipping  charge  at  cost . . 

Dividends: 

Automatic  entry . . . - . $0.25 . 

Position  and/or  trade  for  trade  “fail”  pos . $0.25 . 

Automatic  entry  lor  record  date  free  pos . $0.25. 

Transfer: 

Transfer  withdrawal  request . $0.95  per  Item  (C). 

Accommodation  transfer . $2.50  per  item  (C). 

Legal  Accommodation  transfer . . $7.00  per  item  (C). 

Automatic  stock  loan  charge  (optional  service  charge) . . . . . . 

Lotm  value  pomtion  (charged  on  daily  average  value) . $0.0009  per  D.A.V. 

Collateral  Loan  Program: 

Service  charge  (local,  out-of-town  account) . . . $25.00  per  month.. 

Service  charge  (specialist,  trading  account) . $50.00  per  month.. 

L<Mn  charge  (aU  accounts)  collateral  loan: 

Fledge . . $1.50  per  item _ 

Release . $1.50  per  Item . 

SpeekU  ttrvica: 

Correspondent  delivery  and  collection  service; 

(CDCS) . $5.00  per  item . (C,  D). 

Correspondent  receipt  and  payment  service  (CRPS): 

New  York . $10.00  per  Item....  (C,  D). 

Chicago . $5.00  per  Item . (C). 

DndM'writing  service: 

New  York . - . . . $16.00 . (C.D). 

Chicago _ $16.00. _ (C,  D). 

Member  to  member  loans: 

Request . . . $5.00 . . . (C,  D). 

Mandatory . . .  $10.00 . (C,  D). 

Spedal  settlement  options: 

D.D.I.  ^location  (D.D.I.  Hook) _ _ _ _ $25.(X)  per  month. 

D.D  J.  allocation  (D.D.I.  Hook,  "Z”  accounts) . $50.00  per  month. 

Automatic  segregation  allocation  (buy  transactions  only) . $25.00  per  month. 

All  forms  will  be  re-billed  to  firms  as  ordered  at  cost  ^us  shipping 
charges. 

Note:  ' 

(A)  Deposits,  ll;00a.m.toll:30a.m . $5.00..; . 

(B)  Deposits,  11:30  to  5:30  lor  next  day  credit . $0.25 . 

(C)  Reclamation/correction . . . $5.00 . . 

(D)  Shipping  charge  at  cost . . . 


Statement  of  basis  and  purpose.  The 
basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing  pro- 
p>osed  rule  change  is  as  follows: 

Purpose  of  proposed  rule  change.  The 
change  In  prices  is  not  designed  as  a 
price  increase,  except  in  the  Automatic 
Stock  Loan  and  forms  areas,  but  a  re¬ 
structuring  designed  to  facilitate  efll- 
cient  clearing  and  depository  Interfaces. 
The  secondary  objective  of  these  changes 
is  to  relate  the  charges  directly  to  the 
costs  of  providing  the  individual  services. 

Basis  under  the  act  for  proposed  rule 
change.  The  proposed  rule  change  is  in¬ 
tended  to  comply  with  Section  17(b)  (3) 
(D)  of  l^e  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  in  order  to  “provide  for  the  equi¬ 


table  allocation  of  reasonable  dues,  fees 
£md  other  charges  among  its 
participants.” 

Comments  received  from  members, 
participants,  or  others  on  proposed  rule 
change.  No  comments  have  been  received 
from  participants  or  members. 

Burden  on  competition.  No  burden  has 
been  placed  on  competition. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effectlvv.,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 
At  any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the  ffl- 
ing  of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is  neces¬ 


sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  Interest, 
for  the  ];»otection  of  investon,  or  oth»- 
wise  in  furtherance  of  the  purposes  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  diould 
file  six  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  Inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room,  1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  Midwest  Stock 
Exchange,  Inc.  All  submissions  should 
refer  to  the  file  numbers  referenced  in 
the  caption  above  and  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  October  21,  1975. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

September  23, 1975. 

(PR  Doc.75-26866  PUed  9-29-76;8:46  am] 


[Release  No.  34^11676;  Pile  No.  SR-CBOE- 
1976-3] 

CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTICNS  EXCHANGE. 

INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organizations 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Seouriti»  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (Jime  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  September  19, 1975, 
the  above-mentioned  self-regtdatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  pro(>osed 
rule  change  tis  follows: 

Exchange’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  amendment  to  Section 
6.1  of  the  Chicago  Board  Options  Ex¬ 
change,  Incorporated  (“CBOE”)  Con¬ 
stitution  would  increase  the  number  of 
Directors  on  the  CBOE  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors  from  fifteen  to  twenty-one  and 
would  require  that  the  composition  be 
as  follows:  the  Chairman,  Vice  Chair¬ 
man,  and  the  President,  3  public  direc¬ 
tors,  at  least  6  individual  members  who 
primarily  conduct  their  business  on  the 
fioor  of  the  CBOE,  control  their  own 
memberships  and  are  in .  business  for 
themselves:  at  least  6  individuals  that 
are  executive  officers  of  member  orga¬ 
nizations  (of  which  officers  at  least  3  shall 
be.  members)  who  individually  are  not 
primarily  engaged  in  business  on  the 
fioor  of  the  CBOE  and  of  which  at  least 
3  must  have  as  their  principal  place  of 
business  a  location  which  is  more  than 
80  miles  from  Chicago;  and  3  individ¬ 
ual  members  who  may  function  in  any 
recognized  category  either  individually 
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or  on  behalf  of  a  member  organization. 

The  mxHMsed  amendment  to  Section 

6.3  of  the  Oonstitutkm  ensures  that  if 
an  executlre  <^cer  ci  a  member  orga¬ 
nization  ceases  to  be  «nployed  by  the 
member  organisation,  he  win  resign  his 
position  <m  the  Board. 

The  pr(H>oeed  amendment  to  Section 

5.3  of  the  Constitution  extends  Ihe  pres¬ 
ent  methodology  of  coimtlng  ballots  to 
accommodate  the  new  requirements  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  amendments  to  Section  6.1. 
These  provisions  ensure  that  the  mini¬ 
mum  number  of  people  in  the  various 
categories  reflected  in  the  proposed  re¬ 
visions  to  Section  6.1  will  be  represented 
on  the  Board  even  if  such  persons  do  not 
receive  a  plurality  of  votes. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  Section 
4.5  of  the  Constitution  reduces  the  re¬ 
quired  number  of  signatures  which  a 
candidate  petitioning  to  run  for  the 
Board  of  Directors  or  the  Nominating 
Committee  needs  to  obtain  from  the 
number  found  by  determining  10%  of  the 
total  m^nbershlp  to  that  of  no  less  than 
100  members.  In  addition.  Instead  of  re¬ 
quiring  that  all  petitions  be  submitted 
no  later  than  20  business  days  prior  to 
the  annual  election,  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  extends  the  last  date  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  a  petition  to  November  15. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  Section 

4.3  of  the  Constitution  specifically 
places  an  obligation  on  the  members  of 
the  Nominating  Committee  to  choose 
candidates  for  the  Board  of  Directors 
and  for  the  Nominating  Committee  that 
not  only  meet  the  requir^ents  con¬ 
tained  in  Section  6.1,  but  also  that  re¬ 
flect  the  various  Interests  represented 
among  the  membership  of  the  CBOE. 

Exchange’s  Statesient  of  Basis  and 
Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  forego¬ 
ing  proposed  rule  change  is  as  follows: 

The  purpose  of  the  luroposed  changes  to 
the  CBOE  Constitution  is  to  1)  increase 
the  number  of  individuals  able  to  par¬ 
ticipate  on  the  Board  and  widen  the  rep¬ 
resentation  of  the  various  interests  en¬ 
gaged  In  business  on  the  CBOE  on  the 
Board  of  Directors;  2)  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  concerning  resignation,  disquali¬ 
fication  and  removal  of  directors  to  re¬ 
flect  the  proposed  changes  in  Board 
composition;  3)  revise  the  balloting  pro¬ 
cedures  to  ensure  that  the  representation 
required  by  virtue  of  the  foregoing 
change  in  Board  composition  is  effected; 
4)  facilitate  the  process  through  which 
a  member  can  petition  to  become  a  can¬ 
didate  for  the  Board  of  Directors  or  the 
Nominating  Committee  by  reducing  the 
niunber  of  signatures  required  and  by 
lengthening  the  time  within  which  peti¬ 
tions  can  be  filed;  and  5)  place  a  specific 
obligation  on  the  Nominating  Commit¬ 
tee  to  choose  candidates  for  the  Board 
of  Directors  and  for  the  Nominating 
Committee  which  reflect  the  various 
membership  interests. 

In  accordance  with  Section  6(b)  (3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  CBOE  mx>poses  amending 
Section  6.1  of  its  Constitution  so  that  a 
greater  representative  portion  of  its 
members  may  participate  as  members  of 


the  Board  of  Directors.  In  addition  to 
the  above  statutory  directive,  the  un¬ 
precedented  growth  in  the  CBOE  mem¬ 
bership  mandates  that  the  CBOE  not 
only  expand  the  number  of  members  on 
its  Board  frmn  15  to  21,  but  that  also  a 
minimiun  number  of  people  reflecting 
various  CBOE  membership  categories  be 
required  to  be  elected.  Consequently  in 
order  to  achieve  a  fair  representative 
cross  section  from  its  membership  on 
the  Board,  the  proposed  Constitutional 
changes  provide  for  at  least  six  individ¬ 
ual  members  that  are  primarily  engaged 
in  floor  activities  who  own  or  control 
their  own  membership,  at  least  six 
executive  ofiBcers  of  member  organiza¬ 
tions  (of  which  officers  at  least  three 
shall  be  members)  who  individually  are 
not  primarily  engaged  in  floor  activities 
and  of  which  at  least  three  shall  have  a 
principal  place  of  business  more  than 
80  miles  from  Chicago,  and  three  mem¬ 
bers  who  may  fimction  in  any  recog¬ 
nized  member  capacity.  In  adffition  to 
the  above,  the  CBOE  Constitution  will 
continue  to  require  that  the  Board 
include  a  Chairman  and  a  Vice  Chair¬ 
man,  the  President  of  the  CBOE,  as  well 
as  three  public  directors. 

The  CBOE  believes  that  members  of 
its  prior  Board  of  Directors  have  re¬ 
flected  a  fair  representation  of  its  mem¬ 
bers.  However,  since  the  Constitutional 
provisions  specifying  the  number  and 
composition  of  the  Board  were  created 
prior  to  the  CBOE’s  inception,  the  size 
and  c(Hnplexion  of  today’s  membership 
suggest  that  the  within  proposed 
changes  be  implemented  in  order  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  fairness  of  mMnber  represen¬ 
tation  which  the  Board  has  previously 
enjoyed. 

I’his  concept  of  ensuring  balanced  rep' 
resentation  among  the  members  of  the 
CBOE  on  the  Board  of  Directors  extends 
to  the  changes  proposed  in  the  Resigna¬ 
tion,  Disqualification  and  Removal, 
Counting  of  Ballots,  Nomination  by  peti¬ 
tion  and  Nominatiiig  Procedure,  l.e.  Sec¬ 
tion  6.3,  5.3,  4,5  and  4.3  of  the  Constitu¬ 
tion,  respectively.  The  proposed  revisions 
in  the  Resignation,  Disqualification  and 
Removal  section  of  the  Constitution  en¬ 
sure  that  if  a  director  ceases  to  be  an 
executive  officer  of  a  member  organiza¬ 
tion,  such  director  will  resign.  In  this 
way,  another  executive  officer  of  a  mem¬ 
ber  organization  may  be  elected  as  a  di¬ 
rector  and  preserve  the  balance  of  the 
Board. 

The  proposed  revisions  in  the  Count¬ 
ing  of  Ballots  section  of  the  Constitutiop 
preserve  the  representational  mandates 
contained  in  the  above  described  pro¬ 
posed  revisions  to  Section  6.1.  This  is  ac¬ 
complished  by  providing  that  a  mini¬ 
mum  munber  of  persons  from  specific 
categories  be  elected  each  year,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  such  persons  do  not  re¬ 
ceive  a  plurality  of  the  votes  cast. 

The  liberalization  of  the  m^ovisions  of 
the  section  of  the  Constitution  concern¬ 
ing  Nomination  by  Petition  further  facil¬ 
itates  a  m^ber’s  ability  to  become  a 
candidate,  and,  if  he  receives  the  required 
number  of  votes,  a  member  of  the  Board. 
By  providing  that  a  petition  candidate 
secure  fewer  signatures  for  a  valid  peti¬ 


tion  and  have  a  longer  period  of  time 
within  which  to  obtain  such  slgnatimes, 
the  proposed  Constitutional  revisions  re¬ 
duce  the  constraints  placed  upon  those 
who  would  circulate  a  petition. 

Hie  proposed  revisions  to  the  section 
of  the  Constitution  regarding  the  Nomi¬ 
nating  Procedure  results  in  obligating 
the  members  of  such  Committee  to 
choose  candidates  for  the  Board  and  that 
Committee  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  6.1  and  in  a  manner 
that  reflects  the  various  interests  repre¬ 
sented  on  the  Exchange.  CJonsequer^y, 
any  non-adherence  to  such  obligations 
would  invite  petition  candidates  who 
could,  under  the  proposed  revisions  to 
Section  4.5  of  the  Constitution,  more  eas¬ 
ily  than  ever  before  flpd  their  way  onto 
the  ballot  for  the  election  of  directors. 
Through  this  petition  process  a  check- 
and-balance  would  be  Introduced  into 
the  provisions  of  the  Nominating  Proce¬ 
dures  section,  since  petition  candidates 
most  often  come  forth  when  members 
believe  that  persons  other  than  those 
slated  by  the  Nominating  Ctommittee 
would  provide  greater  balance  to  the 
various  interests  represented  on  the 
Board. 

The  above  Constitutional  revisions 
have  been  proposed  as  a  result  of  CBOE’s 
belief  that  fair  representation  of  its 
members  in  the  selection  of  its  directors 
and  the  administration  of  its  affairs  is 
necessary  to  maintain  and  continue  the 
viability  of  the  CBOE  and  maximize  the 
CBOE’s  responsiveness  to  the  needs  of 
the  Investing  public  and  the  membership 
community  as  a  whole.  Consequently,  the 
CBOE  believes  the  above  proposed  re¬ 
visions  are  consistent  with  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  and  the  public  interest 
and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

Comments  from  the  CBOE  member¬ 
ship  will  be  manifested  in  the  form  of  the 
vote  taken  at  the  Special  Meeting  called 
for  October  6, 1975  to  determine  whether 
the  above  proposed  Constitutional  re¬ 
visions  should  be  implemented. 

It  is  the  position  of  the  CBOE  that  the 
proposed  Constitutional  revisions  will 
not  impose  any  burden  on  competition. 

On  or  before  November  4,  1975,  or 
within  such  longer  period  (i)  as  the 
Commission  may  designate  until  Decem¬ 
ber  29, 1975,  if  it  finds  such  longer  period 
to  be  appropriate  and  publishes  its  rea¬ 
sons  for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  orga¬ 
nization  consents,  the  Commission  will: 

(A)  by  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commissian,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  at  the  principal  office  of  the 
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above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
zation.  All  submissions  should  refer  to 
the  file  number  referenced  in  the  caption 
above  and  should  be  submitted  on  or 
before  October  30,  1975. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

September  24, 1975. 

IPR  Doc.76-26068  PUed  9-30-76;8:46  am] 


[Release  No.  34-11674;  Pile  No.  SR-CBOE- 
1976-2] 

CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organizations 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1) ,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  September  10, 1975 
the  above-mentioned  self -regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  proposed 
rule  change  as  follows: 

Exchange’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  refiects  the 
adoption  of  the  following  new  policy 
pertaining  to  the  selection  of  imderlying 
securities  for  options  transactions  on 
CBOE: 

Interpretations  and  Policies,  [new] 
5.3.01  At  the  time  it  selects  an  under¬ 
lying  security  for  options  transactions, 
the  Securities  Committee  shall  deter¬ 
mine  from  information  publicly  available 
at  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  that  the  following  conditions  with 
respect  to  the  issuer  of  the  imderlying 
security  are  met: 

1.  The  Issuer  and  its  consolidated  sub-* 
sldiarles  had  a  net  Income,  after  taxes 
but  before  extraordinary  items  net  of 
tax  effect,  of  at  least  $250,000  for  each 
of  the  last  three  fiscal  years. 

2.  The  Issuer  and  its  subsidiaries  have 
not  during  the  past  three  years  defaulted 
in  the  payment  of  any  dividend  or  sink¬ 
ing  fund  Installment  on  preferred  stock, 
or  in  the  paymoit  of  any  principal,  in¬ 
terest  or  sinking  fund  installment  on  any 
Indebtedness  for  borrowed  money,  or  in 
the  payment  of  rentals  under  long-term 
leases. 

3.  The  Issuer  has  been  subject  to  and 
has  complied  in  all  respects.  Including 
timeliness,  with  the  requirements  of 
Sections  13  and  14  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  for  a  period  of  at 
least  the  last  three  fiscal  years. 

Exchange’s  Statement  of  Basis  and 
Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  forego¬ 
ing  proposed  rule  change  is  as  follows: 

The  purpose  of  policy  statement  5.3.01 
is  to  provide  additional  standards  to  be 
applied  by  CBOE’s  Securities  Commit¬ 
tee  in  connection  with  its  approval  of 
underlying  securities  for  options  trans¬ 


actions.  The  selection  of  underlying  se¬ 
curities  is  presently  governed  by  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  an  agreement  between 
CBOE,  the  American  Stock  Exchange, 
PBW  Stock  Exchange,  and  Ihe  Options 
Clearing  Corporation.  These  standards, 
which  are  not  affected  by  policy  state¬ 
ment  5.3.01  and  will  remain  in  effect,  re¬ 
late  to  the  number  of  outstanding  shares 
or  other  units,  the  number  of  holders, 
and  the  trading  volume  of  underlying  se¬ 
curities.  In  addition,  prior  to  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  policy  statement  5.3.01,  CBOE 
had  agreed  that  it  would  not  select  an 
imderlying  security  for  options  trading  if 
at  the  time  of  such  selection  The  Options 
Clearing  Corporation  had  been  advised 
by  the  SEC  that  the  issuance  of  listed 
options  in  respect  of  such  underlying 
security  would  require  the  Clearing  Cor¬ 
poration  to  make  special  disclosures  in 
the  registration  statement  filed  by  the 
Clearing  Corporation  under  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  of  1933  or  in  any  prospectus 
forming  a  part  thereof  concerning  the 
organization,  business  or  financial  con¬ 
dition  of  the  Issuer  of  such  underlying 
security.  Based  on  the  then  existing  posi¬ 
tion  of  the  SEC  Division  of  Corporation 
Finance,  such  agreement  had  the  prac¬ 
tical  effect  of  requiring  that  the  issuers 
of  underlying  securities  would,  subject 
to  certain  exceptions,  generally  meet  the 
requirements  for  the  registration  of  se¬ 
curities  on  Form  S-7  under  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933.  Since  then,  the  SEC  has 
proposed  modifying  the  requirements  for 
the  use  of  Form  S-7  in  certain  respects 
(Securities  Act  of  1933  Release  No.  5013) . 
Policy  statement  5.3.01  refiects  certain  of 
the  proposed  modifications  as  to  the  use 
of  Form  S-7,  and  also  refiects  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  these  standards  as  a  stated 
policy  of  CBOE.  The  effect  of  the  change 
will  to  make  eligible  certain  securities 
the  issuers  of  which  did  not  meet  the  ear¬ 
lier  S-7  requirements,  while  at  the  same 
time  to  continue  to  provide  standards  for 
the  selection  of  underlying  securities. 

CBOE  believes  that  it  is  In  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors  to  provide  objective 
standards  for  the  selection  of  underlying 
securities,  and  policy  statement  5.3.01  is 
designed  to  provide  such  standards  re¬ 
lating  to  the  issuers  of  underlying  se¬ 
curities. 

Comments  were  neither  solicited  nor 
received  concerning  policy  statement 
5.3.01. 

CBOE  believes  that  no  burden  on  com¬ 
petition  will  be  occasioned  by  policy 
statement  5.3.01.  At  present,  all  ex¬ 
changes  which  trade  options  have  iden¬ 
tical  selection  standards.  Policy  state¬ 
ment  5.3.01  relates  to  CBOE’s  selection  of 
underlying  securities,  and  any  other  ex¬ 
change  is  free  to  adopt  these  or  differ^t 
standards,  subject  to  the  procedures  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 
At  any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the 
filing  of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  Ihe 
Commission  that  such  action  is  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  Interest,  for 


the  protection  of  investors,  or  otherwise 
in  furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,.  D.C. 
20649.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to 
the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  submis¬ 
sions  will  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  Public  Reference  Room, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  at  the  princi¬ 
pal  office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number  referenced 
in  the  caption  above  and  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  October  30,  1975. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  the  dele- 
ited  authority. 

September  24, 1975. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-26069  Plied  9-30-76;8:45  am] 


[Rel.  No.  8962  (812-3867)  ] 

CONNECTICUT  MUTUAL  LIFE  INSURANCE 
CO.  AND  CML  ACCUMULATION  ANNU¬ 
ITY  ACCOUNT  E 

Notice  of  Application 

September  24,  1975. 
NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  that 
Connecticut  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  (“Conmany”) .  a  Connecticut 
mutual  life  insurance  company,  and 
CML  Accumulation  Annuity  Account  E 
(“Account”),  140  Garden  Street,  Hart¬ 
ford,  Connecticut  06115,  a  separate  ac¬ 
count  of  the  company  registered  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”)  as  an  open-end,  diversified  man¬ 
agement  Investment  company  (collec¬ 
tively  referred  to  as  “Applicants”)  have 
filed  an  application  on  l^tember  3, 1975, 
pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  for 
an  order  of  exemption  frmn  Sections  14 
(a),  17(f),  and  27(c)  (2)  of  the  Act  and 
Rule  17f-2  thereunder.  All  Interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  for  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  representations  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

The  Account  was  established  by  the 
CcHnpany  as  the  facility  through  which 
the  Company  will  segregate  and  invest 
assets  attributable  to  certain  individual 
accumulation  annuity  contracts  issued  in 
connection  with  (1)  plans  meeting  the 
requirements  of  Sections  403(b)  or  408 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as 
amended  (“Code”)  (2)  plans  established 
by  persons  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the 
Self-Employed  Individuals  Tax  Retire¬ 
ment  Act  of  1962,  as  amended,  commonly 
known  as  H.R.  10,  and  (3)  other  plans 
qualified  under  Section  401(a)  or  403(a) 
of  the  Code.  It  will  also  be  used  to  segre¬ 
gate  and  invest  assets  attrilmtable  to  a 
group  variable  annuity  contract  to  be 
issued  to  the  Agent’s  Retirement  Plan 
of  the  Company. 
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Section  14(a).  Section  14(a)  prohibits 
an  investment  company  from  making  a 
public  offering  of  its  securities  unless  it 
either  has  a  net  worth  of  at  least  $100,- 
000,  has  made  a  previous  public  offering 
of  its  securities  at  which  time  it  had  a 
net  worth  of  at  least  $100,000,  or  has 
made  firm  agreements  with  no  more  than 
25  responsible  persons  to  purchase  suffi¬ 
cient  securities  to  bring  its  net  worth  to 
at  least  $100,000  prior  to  the  time  other 
members  of  the  public  purchase  secu¬ 
rities.  Rule  14ar-2  provides  an  exemption 
from  the  provisions  of  Section  14(a)  for 
a  registered  separate  accoimt  offering 
tax -benefited  variable  annuity  contracts 
which  may  be  purchased  in  coimection 
w'ith  a  plan  which  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  for  qualification  under  Section 
401  of  the  Code,  the  requirements  for 
deductions  under  Section  404(a)(2)  of 
the  Code,  or  are  ccmtracts  which  meet 
the  requirements  of  Section  403(b)  of  the 
Code.  Under  the  Rule,  a  sponsoring  in¬ 
surance  company  is  precluded  from 
knowingly  placing  non-tax-benefited 
money  in  such  account  at  any  time  in  the 
future.  Hie  Rule  is  available  to  such  ac¬ 
count  only  if,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  offering,  the  establishing  insurance 
company  possesses  a  combined  capital 
and  surplus  if  a  stock  company,  or  un¬ 
assigned  surplus  if  a  mutual  company, 
of  $1,000,000. 

Although  the  Account  will  include  as¬ 
sets  attributable  to  annuity  contracts  is¬ 
sued  in  connection  with  plans  meeting 
the  reqmrements  of  Section  408  of  the 
Code,  Applicants  beUeve  that  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  Account  fall  within  the  spirit 
and  purpose  of  Rule  14a-2  and  that  the 
Company  meets  the  requirements  of  that 
Rule.  The  Company  had  an  unassigned 
surplus  of  $141,668,000  as  of  December  31, 
1974.  To  avoid  any  question  as  to  the  ap¬ 
plicability  of  Rule  14a-2  to  Applicants, 
however.  Applicants  request  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  t^  provisions  of  Section  14(a) 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  permit  the 
accumulation  annuity  contracts,  includ¬ 
ing  those  offered  in  conjunction  with 
plans  adopted  pursuant  to  Section  408  of 
the  Code,  to  be  offered  prior  to  the  time 
the  Account  has  obtained  a  net  worth  of 
$100,000.  Applicants  request  the  exemp¬ 
tion  on  the  grounds  that  the  tax  treat¬ 
ment  afforded  assets  arising  from  tax- 
benefited  s^;>arate  accounts  varies  from 
payments  made  under  other  variable  an¬ 
nuity  contracts.  A  privately  contributed 
$100,000  in  such  account,  therefore,  re¬ 
quires  s^>arate  accounting,  and  the  Ac¬ 
count  would  be  subject  to  the  same  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  other  difficulties  which 
led  to  the  adoption  of  Rule  14a-2. 

Section  17(f)  (3)  and  Rule  17f-2.  Sec¬ 
tion  17(f)  (3)  provides  that  a  registered 
management  Investment  company  may 
maintain  its  securities  and  similar  in¬ 
vestments  in  its  own  custody,  but  only  in 
accordance  with  such  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  or  orders  as  the  Ckmunission  may 
from  time  to  time  prescribe  fw  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors.  Rule  17f-2  requires, 
with  certain  exceptions,  that  all  securi¬ 
ties  and  similar  investments  must  be 
deposited  in  the  safekeeping  of  a  bank 
or  other  company  whose  fimctions  and 
physical  facilities  are  supervised  by  fed¬ 
eral  or  state  authorities  and  that  access 


to  the  securities  be  limited  to  certain 
specified  persons. 

Applicants  state  that  the  vault  main¬ 
tained  by  the  CTompany  is  similar  to  the 
vaults  maintained  by  most  banks  and 
the  Company  keeps  therein  securities 
and  similar  Investments  of  a  value  of 
approximately  one  billion  dollars.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  the  Company’s  procedures  and 
activities  in  this  respect  are  closely  su¬ 
pervised  by  the  Connecticut  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Insurance.  Accordingly,  Appli¬ 
cants  request  an  exempti<m  from  Section 
17(f)  and  Rule  17f-2  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary  to  permit  the  Company  to  maintain 
custody  in  its  vault  of  the  secxirities  and 
other  similar  investments  held  in  the  Ac¬ 
count,  and  to  permit  not  more  than 
twenty  duly  authorized  officers  or  re¬ 
sponsible  employees  of  the  Company,  as 
well  as  representatives  of  the  Connecti¬ 
cut  Commissioner  of  Insurance,  members 
of  the  National  Association  of  Insurance 
Commissioner’s  duly  designated  zonal 
auditing  committee  and  selected  respon¬ 
sible  members  of  the  Company’s  internal 
audit  team  to  have  access  to  such  securi¬ 
ties  and  similar  investments  of  the  Ac¬ 
count  on  the  grounds  that  adequate  pro¬ 
tection  will  be  afforded  to  accumulation 
annuity  contract  owners. 

Section  27(c)  (2) .  Section  27(c)  (2)  pro¬ 
hibits  a  registered  investment  company 
or  a  depositor  or  underwriter  for  such 
company  from  selling  periodic  payment 
plan  certificates  unless  the  net  proceeds 
of  all  payments  (except  amounts  de¬ 
ducted  for  sales  load)  are  deposited  with 
a  bank  having  the  qualifications  pre¬ 
scribed  by  Section  26(a)  (1)  and  are  held 
by  a  bank  as  trustee  or  custodian  under 
an  agreement  containing,  in  substance, 
the  provisions  of  Section  26(a)  (2)  and 
(3).  Secticm  26(a)(2)  requires  that  the 
trustee  or  custodian  segregate  and  hold 
in  trust  aU  securities  and  cash  of  the 
trust,  places  certain  restrictions  on 
charges  which  ma^  be  made  against  the 
trust  income  and  corpus,  and  ex¬ 
cludes  from  expenses  which  the  trustee 
or  custodian  may  charge  against  the 
trust  any  payments  to  the  depositor 
or  principal  underwriter,  other  than  a 
fee  not  exceeding  such  reasonable 
amount  as  the  Commission  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  for  performing  bookkeeping  and 
other  administrative  services  delegated 
to  them  by  the  trustee  or  custodian. 
Section  26(a)  (3)  governs  the  circum¬ 
stances  under  which  the  trustee  or  cus¬ 
todian  may  resign. 

Applicants  request  an  exemption  from 
Section  27(c)  (2)  to  permit  the  proceeds 
of  all  payments  under  the  accumulation 
annuity  contracts  to  be  held  by  the  com¬ 
pany  on  the  grounds  that  its  status  as  a 
regulated  insurance  company,  and  its  ob¬ 
ligations  as  an  insiuance  company  to  its 
accumulation  annuity  contract  owners, 
substantially  provide  the  protection  con¬ 
templated  by  the  requiremraxts  of  Sec¬ 
tion  27  (c)  (2) .  Applicants  have  consented 
to  the  requested  exempticm  b^ng  made 
subject  to  the  following  conditions:  (1) 
that  the  charges  to  accumulatimi  an¬ 
nuity  contract  owners  for  administra¬ 
tive  services  shall  not  exceed  such  rea¬ 
sonable  amounts  as  the  Ccmunission  shall 
prescribe,  jurisdiction  being  reserved  for 


such  purpose,  and  (2)  that  the  payment 
of  sums  and  charges  out  the  assets  of 
the  Account  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be 
exempted  from  regulation  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  reason  of  the  requested  wder, 
provided  that  the  Applicants’  consent  to 
this  condition  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be 
a  concession  to  the  Commission  of  au¬ 
thority  to  regulate  the  payments  of  sums 
and  charges  out  of  such  assets  other  than 
charges  for  administrative  services,  and 
Applicants  reserve  the  right  in  any  pro¬ 
ceeding  before  the  Commission  or  in  any 
suit  or  action  in  any  court  to  assert  that 
the  Commission  has  no  authority  to  reg¬ 
ulate  the  payment  of  such  other  sums  or 
charges. 

Section  6(c)  authorizes  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  exempt  any  person,  security,  or 
transaction  or  any  class  or  classes  of 
persons,  securities,  or  transactions  from 
any  provisions  of  the  Act  and  Rules  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  if  such  exemption 
is  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Octo¬ 
ber  20,  1975  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reason  for  such  a  request  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  mil^  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicants  at 
the  address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affldavdit  or  in  the  case  of 
an  attorney  at  law  by  certificate)  shall 
be  filed  contemporaneous  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated  un¬ 
der  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  will  be  issued  as  of  course 
following  such  date  unless  the  Commis¬ 
sion  orders  a  hearing  on  request  or  upon 
the  Commission’s  own  motion.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing,  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive 
any  notices  aind  orders  Issued  in  this 
matter  including  the  date  of  the  hearing 
(if  ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

fsEAtl  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-26056  Piled  9-29-76;8:46  am] 

[Release  No.  34-11676;  Pile  No.  SR-NYSE- 
75-2] 

NEW  YORK  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Reguiatory 
Organizations 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s  (b)  (1) ,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
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No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975)  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  September  19, 1975, 
the  above-mentioned  self-regulatory  or¬ 
ganization  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows : 

Statement  or  the  Terms  op  Substance  of 
THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

It  is  proposed  that  the  first  sentence 
of  Section  2.1  of  Article  n  of  the  By- 
Laws  of  The  Depository  Trust  Company 
(DTC),  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 
New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  be 
amended  as  follows: 

The  entire  Bocird  shall  consist  of  [four¬ 
teen]  fifteen  directors  until  changed  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  fore¬ 
going  proposed  rule  change  is  as  follows: 

3.  I^rpose  of  Proposed  Rule  Change. 
The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
is  to  increase  the  number  of  directors  of 
DTC  to  fifteen,  the  maximum  number  of 
directors  presently  permitted  to  DTC. 

4.  Basis  under  the  ^ct  for  Proposed 
Rule  Change.  Not  Applicable. 

5.  Comments  Received  from  Members, 
Participants  or  Others  on  Proposed  Rule 
Change.  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  were  not  solicited. 

6.  Burden  on  Competition.  None. 

On  or  before  November  4,  1975,  or 
within  such  longer  period  (11  as  the 
Commission  may  designsite  until  Decem¬ 
ber  29, 1975  if  it  finds  such  longer  period 
to  be  appropriate  and  publishes  its  rea¬ 
sons  for  so  finding  or  (11)  as  to  which 
the  above-mentioned  self-regulatory  or¬ 
ganization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(A)  by  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Insti^te  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  argum^ts 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to 
the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  submis¬ 
sions  will  be  available  for  inspection  in 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of 
such  filing  will  also  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  principal  ofBce  of  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
zation.  All  submissions  should  refer  to 
the  file  number  referenced  in  the  cap¬ 
tion  above  and  should  be  submitted  on  or 
before  October  21, 1975. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulatlcm,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

September  24, 1975. 

[FR  Doe.76-26057  FUed  9-29-75;  8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Office  of  Employee  Benefits  Security 
PENSION  AND  WELFARE  PLANS 
Annual  Information  Returns/ Reports 

Cross  Reference  :  For  a  document  on 
this  subject,  see  FR  Doc.  75-25927,  under 
the  notices  section  of  this  issue;  imder 
the  Treasury  Department/Int6rnal  Rev¬ 
enue  Service,  as  Part  V  of  this  issue. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[TA-W-eO] 

ARMOR  ELEVATOR  CO. 

Notice  of  N^ative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-80:  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  24,  1975  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  20, 1975  by  the 
International  Association  of  Machinists 
and  Aerospace  Workers  on  behalf  of 
workers  formerly  producing  elevator 
component  parts  at  the  Woodside,  New 
York  plant  of  the  Armor  Elevator  Com¬ 
pany. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
28142)  on  July  3, 1975.  No  public  hearing 
was  requested  and  ncme  was  held.  An 
amended  petition  was  filed  on  July  25, 
1975. 

The  informaticm  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  n^e  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Armor 
Elevator  CTompany,  its  customers,  the 
International  'Rnde  Commission,  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  National 
Elevator  Industries  Incorporated  and 
Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appromiate  sxffidivision  of  the 
firm  have  becmne  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated,  or  are  threatened  to  become  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  £d>solutely,  and 

(3)  That  Increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  arti¬ 
cles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  such  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to 
such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  importantly’’  means  a 
cause  which  is  important  but  not  neces¬ 


sarily  more  important  than  any  other 
cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separations 
Employment  at  the  Woodside  plant  de¬ 
clined  17  percent  In  the  first  seven  months 
of  1975  compared  with  the  first  seven 
months  of  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have  De¬ 
creased  Absoluteiy 

Sales  for  the  Armor  Elevator  Company 
declined  84  percent  in  the  first  half  of 
1975  compared  to  the  first  half  of  1974. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly 

Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  at  the  Wood- 
side  plant  of  Armor  Elevator  decreased 
in  value  from  $5,971,000  in  1973  to  $3.- 
799,000  in  1974.  Imports  remained  at  con¬ 
stant  value  levels  in  the  first  quarter  of 
1975  compared  to  the  first  quarter  of 
1974.  The  ratios  and  Imports  to  domestic 
consumption  and  production  decreased 
from  1.1  percent  and  1.1  percent,  respec¬ 
tively  in  1973  to  .8  percent  and  .7  per¬ 
cent  in  1974. 

The  evidence  developed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  Investigation  indicates  that  the 
separation  of  workers  engaged  in  produc¬ 
tion  of  the  Armor  Elevator  Cmnpany  was 
not  caused  by  the  transfer  of  production 
to  Canada  nor  by  Increased  Imports  of 
products  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
those  produced  at  the  Woodside  plant. 
The  separation  of  workers  resulted  from 
decreased  orders  for  elevators  and  esca¬ 
lators  due  to  the  sharp  decline  in  com¬ 
mercial  construction. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  elevator  component 
parts  produced  at  the  Woodside.  New 
York  plant  of  the  Armor  Elevator  Com¬ 
pany  did  not  contribute  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  at  such  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D  C.  this  23rd 
day  of  September  1975. 

Gloria  G.  Pratt, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  PoUcy. 
[FR  Doc.75-26115  Piled  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-85] 

DUNBAR  PATTERN  CO. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibilitjf  To  Apply  for  Worker  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-85;  investigation  regard^  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  15,  1975  in  response  to  a  worker 
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petition  received  on  July  14,  1975  which 
was  filed  by  the  Boot  and  Shoe  Workers 
Union  (AFL-CIO)  on  behalf  of  workers 
formerly  producing  shoe  patterns  at  the 
St.  Louis,  Missouri  plant  of  Dunbar  Pat¬ 
tern  Company. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
30765)  on  July  22, 1975.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Dunbar  Pattern 
Company,  its  major  customers,  industry 
analysts,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  and  Department  hies. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certihcation  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  signihcant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
hrm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
hrm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated. 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  hrm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  Increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  arti¬ 
cles  produced  by  such  workers’  hrm  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  such  totsd  or  partial 
separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  such 
decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  importantly’’  means 
a  cause  which  is  importent  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  important  than  any  other 
cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separations 
Employment  levels  at  the  St.  Louis 
plant  declined  steadily  from  January 
1975  to  July  1975,  when  the  plant  closed. 
Average  monthly  employment  declined 
80  percent  during  that  period. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both.  Have  De- 
I  creased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  shoe  patterns  produced  at  the 
St.  Louis  plant  declined  steadily  since 
‘  1972.  Sales  declined  52  percent  from 
1972  to  1974  and  declined  36  percent  in 
the  hrst  seven  months  of  1975  compared 
to  the  same  period  of  1974. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Impor- 
portantly 

Articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  shoe  patterns  made  at  the  St.  Louis 
plant  are  not  imported  Into  the  United 
States. 

The  evidence  developed  in  the  De¬ 
partment’s  investigation  indicates  that 
the  three  largest  customers  of  the  St. 
Louis  plant,  which  accounted  for  about 
two  thirds  of  plant  sales,  began  to  pro¬ 
duce  most  or  all  of  their  shoe  patterns 
internally  after  purchasing  computer-^ 
ized  grading  machines  for  that  purpose. 
As  a  result,  these  customers  sharply 


reduced  purchases  frmn  the  St.  Louis 
plant.  The  sharp  reduction  in  purchases 
by  the  plant’s  major  customers  combined 
with  the  company’s  inability  to  find  new 
customers,  prompted  the  decision  to  ter¬ 
minate  production  at  the  St.  Louis  plant. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  Investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  shoe  patterns  produced 
by  the  St.  Louis,  Missouri  plant  of  Dun¬ 
bar  Pattern  Company  did  not  contribute 
importantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  the  workers  of  that  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  12th 
day  of  September  1975. 

Gloria  G.  Pratt, 

Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Policy. 

[PR  Doc.76-26116  PUed  9-29-76;8:46  •m] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(AB  19  (Sub-No.  15)  ] 

ALLEGHENY  &  WESTERN  RAILWAY  CO. 
Abandonment 

In  the  matter  of  Allegheny  &  Western 
Railway  Company,  Buffalo,  Rochester 
and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company  and 
the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 
abandonment  porticm  Rural  Valley 
Branch  between  Echo  and  Margaret,  in 
Armstrong  County,  Pennsylvania. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in  the 
£^ve-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a  staff- 
prepared  environmental  threshold  as¬ 
sessment  survey  which  is  available  for 
public  inspection  upon  request;  and 
It  appearing.  That  no  environmental 
impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  tiil^  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  §§  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Armstrong  Coimty,  Pa., 
on  or  before  October  10,  1975,  and  cer¬ 
tify  to  the  Commission  that  this  has  been 
accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  for¬ 
warding  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  September,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 


lAB  19  (Sub-No.  16)1 

Allegheny  &  Western  Railway  Company, 
Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburg  Rail¬ 
way  Company  and  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio 
Railroad  Company  Abandonment  Portion 
Rural  Valley  Branch  Between  Echo 
AND  Margaret,  in  Armstrong  County, 
Pennsylvania 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1976,  It  has  been  determined  that 
the  proposed  abandonment  by  the  Alle¬ 
gheny  &  Western  Railway  Company,  Buffalo, 
Rochester  and  Pittsburg  Railway  Company 
and  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Company 
of  a  portion  of  the  Rural  Valley  Branch  be¬ 
tween  Echo  and  Margaret,  in  Armstrong 
County,  Pennsylvania,  if  approved  by  the 
Commission  does  nbt  constitute  a  major  Fed¬ 
eral  action  slgniffcantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  (NEPA,  42  U.S.C.  §!  4321,  et  seq.,  and 
that  preparation  of  a  detailed  environmental 
impact  statement  will  not  be  required  under 
section  4332(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things,  that 
the  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  are  considered  insignificant  because 
it  would  not  be  inconsistent  with  local  land 
use  plans,  the  volume  of  traffic  over  the  line 
has  been  low.  and  the  diversion  of  rail  traf¬ 
fic  to  local  roadways  would  not  be  signifi¬ 
cantly  detrimental  to  environmental  quality 
in  the  subject  area.  Any  plans  for  the  future 
extraction  of  fossil  fuel  reserves  which  would 
utilize  the  line  proposed  for  abandonment 
are  not  at  this  time  considered  to  be  de¬ 
finitive. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an 
environmenteU  threshold  assessment  survey, 
which  is  available  on  request  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Washington,  D.C.  20423;  telephone 
202-343-2086. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on  this 
matter  by  filing  their  statements  in  writing 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20423,  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1975. 

This  negative  environmental  determina¬ 
tion  shall  become  final  unless  good  and  suf¬ 
ficient  reason  demonstrating  why  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  should  be  prepared 
for  this  action  is  submitted  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  the  above-specified  date. 

[PR  Doc.75-26139  Piled  9-29-76:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  869] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

September  25, 1975. 
Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  (3ommission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insiure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  123407  Sub  217,  Sawyer  Transport,  Inc., 
now  assigned  November  17,  1975,  at  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  Is  canceled  and  application 
dismissed. 
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MC  117883  Sub  200,  Subler  Transfer,  Co„  now 
assigned  November  17.  1876,  at  Ooltimbus. 
Ohio,  la  canceled  and  ^>pUcattoo  €0m- 
missed. 

MC  61146  (Sub-No.  434),  Schneider  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  application  dismissed. 

MC  140611,  Harkema  Express  Lines  Ltd.,  now 
being  assigned  November  17, 1975  (8  days) 
at  Buffalo,  New  York;  In  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  140946  Sub  1,  Tyson  Express,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  November  4,  1975  (1  day) 
at  Eiinsas  City,  Missouri;  in  Boom  609, 
911  Walnut  Street. 

MC  114818  Sub  17,  Motor  Cargo,  now  being 
assigned  November  4,  1975  (14  days)  at 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  designated  later. 

MC  133656  Sub  84,  Trans-National  Truck, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  November  17, 
1976;  at  the  OfiBces  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  136082  Sub  17,  Bursch  Trucking,  Inc., 
d/b/a  Roadruimer  Trucking,  Inc.,  now  be¬ 
ing  assigned  November  17,  1975  (2  days) 
at  Denver,  Colorado;  In  Boom  269  (Audi¬ 
torium)  P.O.  Building  19th  &  Stout  Streets. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.75-26135  Filed  9-29-76;8:45  am] 


[Ex Parte  241;  Buie  19, 8th  Bev. 

Exemption  99] 

CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  OF 

NEW  JERSEY 

Exemption  Under  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

It  appearing.  That  the  U.S.  railroads 
own  numerous  plain  gondolas  less  than 
61  ft.;  that  under  present  conditions, 
there  are  substantial  surpluses  of  these 
cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car  owners;  that 
return  of  these  cars  to  the  car  owners 
would  result  In  their  being  stored  Idle 
on  these  lines;  that  such  cars  can  be  used 
by  other  carriers  for  transporting  traffic 
offered  for  shipments  to  points  remote 
from  the  car  owners;  and  that  compli¬ 
ance  with  Car  Service  Rules  1  and  2  pre¬ 
vents  such  use  of  plain  gondolas,  result¬ 
ing  in  unnecessary  loss  of  utilization  of 
such  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule 
19,  plain  gondola  cars  described  in  the 
Official  Railway  Equipment  Register, 
I.C.C.  R.E.R.  No.  396,  issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designation  “OA,” 
“OB,**  "GD,”  “GH,”  “GS,”  and  “GW,” 
which  are  less  than  61  ft.  0  in.  long,  and 
which  bear  the  reporting  marks  assigned 
to  United  States  Railroads,  shall  be  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  provisions  of  Car  Service 
Rules  1(a),  2(a),  and  2(b).  (See  Excep¬ 
tions  1, 2  and  3) 

Exception  1 :  This  exemption  does  not 
supersede  United  States  customs  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  cars  owned  by  Cana¬ 
dian  or  Mexican  railroads. 

Exception  2:  This  exemption  shall  not 
apply  to  cars  subject  to  service  orders 
issued  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  or  to  Directives  issued  by  the 
Car  Service  Division  of  the  Association 
of  American  Railroads,  restricting  the 
use  of  designated  cars. 


Excepticm  3:  Hils  exemption  shall  not 
aigdy  to  plain  grmdr^a  cars  owned  by  the 
raUroads  named  bdiow: 

Th«  Central  Ballrocui  Company  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Bobert  D.  Timpany,  Trustee,  Beportlng 
Marks:  CNJ. 

Florida  East  Coast  Ballway  Company,  Be¬ 
portlng  Marks;  FEC. 

The  Kansas  City  Southern  Ballway  Company, 
Beportlng  Marks:  KCS. 

Illinois  Terminal  Ballroad  Company,  Beport¬ 
lng  Marks:  ITC. 

Louisiana  &  Arkansas  Ballway  Company,  Be¬ 
portlng  Marks:  LA. 

Maine  Central  Ballroad  Company,  Beportlng 
Marks:  MEC. 

Missourl-Kansfis-Texas  Ballroad  Company, 
Beportlng  Marks:  BKTT-MKT-MKTT. 
Penn  Central  Transportation  Company, 
(Bobert  W.  Blanchette,  Blchard  C.  Bond 
and  John  H.  McArthur,  Trustees),  Beport¬ 
lng  Marks:  PC-PBB-NYC. 

Blchmond,  Fredericksburg  and  Potomac 
Ballroad  Company,  Beportlng  Marks;  BFP. 
Union  Pacific  Ballroad  Company,  Beportlng 
Marks:  UP. 

Effective  September  24, 1975. 

Expires  November  30, 1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[PB  Doc.75-26137  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  88] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September  30, 1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Sections  212(b) ,  206(a) ,  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 

1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication.  As  provided  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  in- 
terested'person  may  file  a  petition  seek¬ 
ing  reconsideration  of  the  following  num¬ 
bered  proceedings  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  20,  1975.  Pursuant  to  Section  17(8) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  such  a  petition  will  postixme  the 
effective  date  of  the  order  in  that  pro¬ 
ceeding  pending  its  disposition.  The  mat¬ 
ters  relied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be 
specified  in  their  petitions  with  particu¬ 
larity. 

No.  MC-PC-75959.  By  order  of  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier 
Board  approved  the  transfer  to  William 
G.  Lankford  n,  Pocomoke  City,  Mary¬ 
land,  of  Certificate  Nos.  MC  127003 
(Sub-No.  1)  and  MC  127003  (Sub-No.  3). 
Issued  December  13,  1965  and  March  6, 

1973,  respectively,  to  John  W.  Lankford, 


Pocom(Ae  City,  Maryland,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  feed,  feed  supple¬ 
ments  and  grain  products,  from  Seaford, 
Del.,  to  the  plant  site  of  J.  Miles  Lank¬ 
ford,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Pocomoke  City, 
Md.,  wid  malt  beverages,  from  Williams¬ 
burg,  Va.,  to  Berlin  and  Salisbury,  Md. 
CThester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005  ATTORNEY 
FOR  APPLICANTS. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  DoC.75-a6133  Piled  9-29-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  107] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

September  23, 1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  f  1131.3.  These 
rules,  provide  that  an  original  and  six 
(6)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  field  official  named 
in  the  Federal  Register  publication  no 
later  than  the  15th  calendar  day  alter 
the  date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  au¬ 
thorized  representative,  if  any,  and  the 
Protestant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protest  must  Identify 
the  operating  authority  upon  which  It  is 
predicated,  specifying  the  “MC"  docket 
and  “Sub”  number  and  quoting  the 
particular  portion  of  authority  upon 
which  it  relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall 
specify  the  service  it  can  and  will  pro¬ 
vide  and  the  amoimt  and  type  of  equip¬ 
ment  it  will  make  available  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  service  contemplated 
by  the  TA  application.  Hie  weight  ac¬ 
corded  a  protest  shall  be  governed  by  tbe 
completeness  and  pertinence  of  the  Pro¬ 
testant’s  Information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  singificant  effect  on  the  qutdity  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  the 
I.C.C.  Field  Office  to  which  protests  are 
to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  949TA) ,  filed 
September  3,  1975.  Applicant:  MAT- 
LACK,  INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue, 
Lansdowne,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  Nelson  (ssune  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  Irregular  routes,  transp^ing : 
Aluminum  sulphate  clay,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from:  Little  Rock,  Ark.  to: 
Bastrop,  La.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s) :  Stauffer  Chemical  Company, 
Westport,  Conn.  06880.  Send  protests  to: 
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Monica  A.  Blodgett.  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  600  Arch  Street,  Room  3238,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-NO.  320TA) ,  filed 
September  10,  1975.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Ai^licant’s 
representative:  Max  G.  Morgan,  Suite 
223  Ciudad  Building,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cel¬ 
lular  expanded  or  foamed  plastic  carpet 
cushion,  in  rolls:  From  the  plantsite  of 
Burton-Dixie  Corporation,  Blacksburg, 
S.C.,  to  points  in  and  East  of  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas  and  Louisiana, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s) : 
Sponge-Cushion,  Inc.,  988  Armstrong 
Street,  Morris,  HI.  60450.  Send  protests 
to:  John  V.  Barry,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission — 
BOP,  600  Federal  Building,  911  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  110325  (Sub-No.  66TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  June  6,  1975,  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issues 
of  Jime  19, 1975,  July  2  and  29, 1975,  and 
September  2,  1975  imder  the  assigned 
docket  number  and  No.  MC  141159TA, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
TRANSCON  LINES,  a  Corporation,  101 
Continental  Blvd.,  El  Segxmdo,  Calif. 
90245.  Applicant’s  representative:  Je¬ 
rome  Biniasz,  P.O.  Box  92220,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.  90009.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  commodities  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  Grand  Rapids,  Mich,  and  Muske¬ 
gon,  Mich,  including  points  within  its 
Commercial  Zone,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  pomt  of  Grand  Haven,  Mich.: 
(1)  From  Grand  Rapids  over  Interstate 
Highway  96  to  Muskegon,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (2)  From  Grand 
Rtmids  over  Michigan  Highway  45  to 
junction  Michigan  Highway  11,  thence 
over  Michigan  Highway  11  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  96,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  96  to  Muskegon  (also 
over  Interstate  Highway  96  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Muskegon),  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (3)  Fitmi  Grand  Rapids 
over  Michigan  Highway  45  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Muskegon,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  180  days.  Restriction: 
'The  operations  sought  herem  are  re¬ 
stricted  to  imipments  transported  by  the 
carrier  to  and  from  pomts  on  Its  au¬ 
thorized  routes  m  the  United  States  west 
of  the  states  of  Miimesota,  Iowa,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Arkansas  and  Louisiana.  Jomder: 
AppUcant  states  that  this  request  for 
authority  will  be  jomed  with  its  existing 
authority  at  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  Sup- 
portmg  shippers:  Hiere  are  27  state¬ 
ments  attached  to  the  applications  which 
may  be  exammed  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
the  ICC  Field  Office  named  below.  Send 
protests  to:  Phillip  Yallowitz,  District 


Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Room  1321  Federal  Building, 
300  North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  743TA),  filed 
September  12,  1975.  Applicant:  QUAL¬ 
ITY  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186, 
Pleasant  Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  A.  Petersen  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
mg :  Dry  ammonium  sulphate,  in  bulk,  m 
hopper-type  vehicles,  from  Bums  Har¬ 
bor,  Ind.,  to  Cudahy,  Wis.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s) :  Cudahy  Tannmg 
Co.,  Cudahy,  Wis.  53110  (John  Conway, 
Vice  President).  Send  protests  to:  John 
E.  Ryden,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  135  West  Wells  Street — Room 
807,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  744TA),  filed 
September  12,  1975.  Applicant:  QUAL¬ 
ITY  CARRIERfe,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186, 
Pleasant  Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  A.  Petersen  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ink  and  varnish,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Flint  Ink 
Corp.  at  New  Albany,  Ind.,  to  Mattoon 
and  Chicago,  Bl.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  Corinth, 
Miss.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Cincinnati  and 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  Gallatin  and  Memphis, 
Term.,  and  Dallas,  Tex.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s) :  I^t  Ink  Corpo¬ 
ration,  25111  Glendale  Avenue,  Detroit, 
Mich.  48239  (H.  M.  Rossano,  Traffic 
Manager).  Send  protests  to:  John  E. 
Ryden,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  135  West  Wells  Street — ^Room 
807,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 

No.MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1130TA) ,  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  200, 
Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  citric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Elkhart,  Ind.,  to  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s) :  Miles  Laboratories,  Inc.,  1127 
Myrtle  Street,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Send 
protests  to:  Monica  A.  Blodgett,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  600  Arch  Street, 
Room  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1131TA) .  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  200, 
Downingtown,  Pa,  19335.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  (^rate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cleaning  and  washing  compounds, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Garland, 
Tex.,  to  Kentwood,  La.,  and  Conway, 
Ark.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship- 
peris)  :  EconMnic  Laboratory,  Inc.,  2305 


Sherwin  Road.  Garland.  Tex,  75041,  Send 
protests  to:  Monica  A.  Blodgett,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  600  Arch  Street, 
Room  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1132TA) ,  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  P.O,  Box  200, 
Downingtown,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Organic  amines-,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Reserve,  La.,  to  McIntosh, 
Ala.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s) : 
Southeastern  (Chemical  Corporation,  P.O. 
Drawer  Y,  Reserve,  La.  70084.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Monica  A.  Blodgett,  Transpor¬ 
tation  Assistant,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  600  Arch  Street,  Room  3238, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  111231  (Sub-No.  196TA),  filed 
September  12,  1975.  Applicant:  JONES 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  610  East  Emma 
Avenue,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  D.  S.  Hults,  P.O. 
Box  225,  Lawrence,  Kans.  66044.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fibrous  glass  prod¬ 
ucts  and  materials,  mineral  wool,  mineral 
wool  products  and  materials,  insulated 
air  ducts,  roofing  materials,  insulating 
products  and  materials,  including  prod¬ 
ucts  necessary  in  the  installation  thereof, 
(1)  between  Pauline,  Kans.,  and  Kansas 
City,  Kans.;  (2)  from  Pauline,  Kans.,  to 
all  points  and  places  in  Nebraska,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Texas,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  Oklahoma;  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper (s) :  Owens-Corning 
Fiberglas  Company,  Fiberglas  Tower, 
Toledo,  Ohio  43659.  Send  protests  to: 
District  Supervisor  William  H.  Land,  Jr., 
3108  Federal  Office  Building,  700  West 
Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  388TA) ,  filed 
September  11,  1975.  Applicant:  BRAY 
LINES  INCORPORATED,  1401  N.  Little 
St.,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cushing,  Okla.  74023. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  D. 
Midkiff  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  d  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Articles  and  mate¬ 
rials  used  in  the  manufacturing  of  gift 
packages  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Long  Beach,  Los  Anegles,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.,  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  the 
facilities  of  Figi’s,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Marsh¬ 
field,  Wis.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship- 
per(s) :  Figi’s,  Inc.,  James  E.  Coleman, 
Traffic  Manager,  2525  Roddis  Ave., 
Marshfield,  Wis.  54449.  Send  protests  to: 
Marie  Spillars,  Transportation  Assistant, 
Interstate  Conunerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  240,  Old  P.O. 
Bldg.,  215  NW.  Third,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  115730  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
September  11,  1975.  Applicant:  THE 
MICKOW  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1774,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50306.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Cecil  L.  Goettsch,  1100  Des 
Moines  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  arti¬ 
cles,  from  the  plant  site  of  Nucor  Steel 
Division  of  Nucor  Corporation,  located 
at  or  near  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  to  points  In 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  Iowa,  and  Indiana, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shlpper(s) :  Nu> 
cor  Steel  Division,  Nucor  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  309,  Norfolk,  Nebr.  68701.  Send 
protests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  875  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  119726  (Sub-No.  62TA),  filed 
September  9,  1975.  Applicant;  N.A.B. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  3220  Bluff  Road, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46217.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  H.  Frederick  Heller  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Corrugated  cartons,  K.  D.  from  the 
facilities  of  the  Weyerhaeuser  Ccmipany 
at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  Logansport, 
Ind.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship- 
per(s) :  Weyerhaeuser  Company,  100 
South  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  HI.  60606. 
Send  protests  to :  Frances  Sterling, 
Transix>rtation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Federal  Bldg.  & 
U.S.  Courthouse,  46  East  Ohio  Street, 
Room  429,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  266TA),  filed 
September  12,  1975.  Applicant:  CARA¬ 
VAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC,, 
1612  E.  Irving  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  6188,  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Transformers  and  parts,  from  Ar¬ 
cadia,  Fla.,  to  Louisiana  and  Texas,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s) ;  Central 
Maloney  Transformer  Division,  Colt  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  6608,  Pine  Bluff, 
Ark.  71601.  Send  protests  to:  Transporta¬ 
tion  Assistant  Opal  M.  Jones,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  1100  Commerce 
Street,  Room  13C12,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

No.  MC  128746  (Sub-No.  24TA),  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant: 

lyAGATA  NATIONAL  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  3224-44  South  61st  Street,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  19153.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Leonard  A.  Jasklewicz,  Suite  501, 
1730  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages,  in  containers,  and  related  adver¬ 
tising  materials,  from  Latrobe,  Pa.,  to 
Laconia,  Berlin,  Keene  and  Manchester, 
N.  Hamp.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per  (s)  :  Latrobe  Brewing  Company,  P.O. 
Box  350,  119  Jefferson  Street,  Latrobe, 
Pa.  15650.  Lake  City  Beverage,  Inc.,  360 
Court  Street,  P.O.  Box  487,  Laconia,  NJl. 
Send  protests  to:  Monica  A.  Blodgett, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  600  Arch  Street, 
Rocnn  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  138469  (Sub-No.  19TA),  filed 
September  11,  1975.  Applicant:  DONCO 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  641  North  Meridian. 


Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  L.  Peterson,  Jr., 
401  N.  Hudson,  Suite  200,  P.O.  Box  917, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Bedroom  furniture,  includ¬ 
ing,  but  not  limited  to,  bed  frames, 
boards,  mattresses,  chairs,  dressers  and 
nightstands,  from  Guthrie,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Arizona.  California,  Nevada, 
Oregon,  Utah  and  Washington.  Carrier 
does  not  intend  to  tack  with  present  au¬ 
thority,  nor  interline  with  another  car¬ 
rier,  for  180  days.  Supirorting  shipper(s) : 
Oklahoma  Furniture  Manufacturing  Co., 
L.  M.  Poer,  General  Manager,  P.O.  Box 
700,  Guthrie,  Okla.  Send  protests  to: 
Marie  Spillars,  ’Transportation  Assistant, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  240 — Old  P.O. 
Bldg.,  215  NW.  Third,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  138844  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
September  12, 1975.  Applicant;  GAS  IN- 
CORPORA’TED,  87  Industrial  Ave.,  East, 
Lowell,  Mass.  01853.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  T.  Hildemann,  P.O.  Box 
4327,  Jersey  City,  N.J,  07304.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodity:  Liquified  Na¬ 
tural  Gas,  In  bulk,  in  vacuum  insulated 
cryogenic  tank  traflers.  From:  Baltimore, 
Md.  To:  Providence,  R.I.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s) :  U.G.I.  Corpora¬ 
tion.  225  Morgantown  Rd.,  Reading, 
Mass.  19611.  Send  protests  to:  Darrell  W. 
Hammons,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  150  Cause¬ 
way  St.,  Room  501,  Boston,  Mass.  02114. 

No.  MC  140580  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
February  25,  1975,  published  in  the  FR 
issue  of  May  6,  1975,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  EARL 
HAINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  841,  Winchester, 
Va.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ball  R. 
Davis,  Suite  101,  Emerson  Center,  2814 
New  Spring  Road,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30339. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  Win¬ 
chester  and  ’Timberville,  Va.,  and  Mar- 
tinsburg,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
CJeorgia,  Florida,  Kentucky,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Vlrghiia;  (2)  Canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  points  in 
Lincoln  County,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Florida,  Kentucky, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia  and 
(3)  Materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  sale  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  commodities  named  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above,  from  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Florida,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia  to 
points  in  Lincoln  County,  N.C.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  National  Fruit 
Producte  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  609,  Win¬ 
chester,  Va,  22601.  Send  protests  to:  W.  C. 
Hersman,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 


mission,  Room  317,  12Ui  &  constitution 
Ave.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  140849  (Sub-No.  3TA).  filed 
September  10,  1975.  Applicant:  ROB¬ 
ERTS  ’TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  271  South,  P.O.  Box  G,  Poteau, 
Okla.  74953,  Applicant’s  representative: 
Prentiss  Shelley  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fabrics,  piece  goods  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
clothing  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  from  North  Carolina, 
South  CTarolina,  and  Georgia,  to  Pauls 
Valley,  Idabel,  and  Frederick,  Okla., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Kellwood  Company,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s) :  Kellwood  Com¬ 
pany,  Box  656,  Pauls  Valley,  Okla.  73075. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor 
William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  3108  Federal  Of¬ 
fice  Building.  700  West  Capitol.  LitUe 
Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

Application  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  138146  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
September  11,  1975.  Applicant:  OLYM¬ 
PIC  TRAILS  BUS  COMPANY,  INC., 
50  So.  20th  St.,  Irvington,  N,J.  07111. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  T. 
Hildemann,  P.O.  Box  4327,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  07304,  and  John  R.  Sims,  425  13th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  charter  operations, 
consisting  of  49  or  51  passenger  buses 
equipped  with  air  conditioning  and  lava¬ 
tory  facilities.  Prom:  Newark,  N.J.  to 
Waterbury,  Conn.,  Washington.  D.C., 
Boston,  Mass.,  the  International  Bound¬ 
aries  between  the  U.S.  and  Canada  at 
or  near  Champlain,  N.Y.  (to  Montreal) , 
and  Niagara  Palls  (to  Toronto),  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Greenville,  N.C.,  AUanta. 
Ga.,  Cleveland  &  Columbus,  Ohio,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  and  Lancaster  County,  Pa.,  Lake 
City,  S.C.,  and  Richmond.  Va.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s) :  There  are 
approximately  eight  (8)  statements  of 
support  attached  to  the  application 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  copies  thereof  which  may  be 
examined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor 
R.  E.  Johnston,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  9  Clinton  St.,  Newark.  N.J 
07102. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-26136  Filed  9-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  108] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

September  24, 1975. 
’The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
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provisicns  of  49  CJ'Jl.  i  1131.3.  Tliese 
rules  provide  that  an  ortdnal  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  iNrotests  to  an  appUeaMoa  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  ofBelal  named  In 
the  Fcderal  Rscism  publleation  no 
later  than  the  15th  calendar  day  after 
the  date  the  notice  ot  the  fUlne  of  the 
application  Is  pubtehed  hi  ttie  FtoaasL 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  i^pUoant,  or  Its  au¬ 
thorized  representative.  If  any,  and  the 
Protestant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protest  must  identify 
the  (grating  authority  upon  which  It  Is 
predicated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket 
and  “Sub”  number  and  quoting  the 
particular  portion  of  authority  upon 
which  it  r^es.  Also,  the  protestant  shall 
specify  the  service  it  can  and  will  pro¬ 
vide  and  the  amount  and  type  of  equip¬ 
ment  it  win  make  available  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  service  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  TA  appUcaticm.  Hie  weight 
accorded  a  protest  shah  be  governed  by 
the  completeness  and  pertin^ce  of  the 
Protestant’s  Information 
Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  titot  there  wlU  be 
no  slgritflcant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  sq)- 
proval  of  its  abdication. 

A  copy  of  the  b>idication  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  I.C.C.  Reid  Office  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  3268  (Sub-No.  50TA)’,  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  BRAL- 
LEY- WILLETT  TANK  ONES,  INC.,  2212 
Deepwater  Terminal  Road,  Richmond, 
Va.  23204.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  T.  Marshbum  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  rout^  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Oreeosboro  and  Fay¬ 
etteville,  N.C.,  for  180  days.  Support!:^ 
shipper:  Carolina  By-Products  Co.,  Inc., 
David  S.  Evans,  Vice  Presidmt,  P.O.  Box 
20687,  Greensboro,  N.C.  27420.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Paul  D.  Collins,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  10,  502  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  400  N.  8th  St.,  Richmond,  Va. 
23240. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  552TA) ,  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  KROB- 
LIN  REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC., 
2125  Commercial  St.,  Waterloo,  Iowa 
50704.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
P.  Rhodes  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Medical  and  surgi¬ 
cal  supplies  requiring  protective  service 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Sumter,  S.C.,  to  New 
York  Cfity  and  Commercial  Zone;  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.;  Chicago,  HI.;  Dallas,  Tex., 
and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  and  Parsippany, 
N.J.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Becton,  IMckinson  and  Cmnpany, 
Rutherford,  NJ.  07070.  Send  protests  to: 
Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 


merce  Commission,  875  Federal  Bldg.. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

Na  MC  63417  (Sub-Nb.  77TA).  filed 
S^tember  18,  1975.  Applicant:  BLDE 
RIDGE  TRANSFER  COMPANY,  IN- 
(X)RPORATED,  P.a  Box  13447,  Ro- 
ancdie,  Va.  24034.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  B.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Autheurity  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
fumitwe,  from  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and 
its  Commercial  2k)ne,  to  points  in  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  and  West  Virginia,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  American 
Modular  Furniture  Corporation,  15500 
Phillips  Highway,  Rt.  8,  Box  72,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.  32224.  Send  protests  to:  Dcmny 
R.  Beeler,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  215  Campbell  Ave.  SW., 
Roanoke,  Va.  24011. 

No.  MC  96925  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  JA(3K- 
SONVILLE  TRANSFER  AND  STOR¬ 
AGE,  me.,  127  WiUowbranch  Ave.,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.  32205.  Applicant’s  repre- 
sentatl7e:  Gregory  A.  Presnell,  17th 
Floor,  cmA  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  231,  Or¬ 
lando,  Fla.  32802.  Authority  sou«^t  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  regular  rout^  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  tmusual  value.  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  hous^old  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  commodities  requiring  the 
use  of  special  equipment) ,  between 
Ocala  and  Tampa,  Fla.,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points,  from  Ocala  over 
State  Road  200  to  Junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  75,  thaice  over  Interstate  75  to 
Tampa  and  return,  serving  all  points  in 
Pinellas  County  as  off -route  points,  and 
points  within  the  commercial  zone  of 
Tampa.  Applicant  Intends  to  join  at 
Ocala  with  existing  authority,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  There  are 
approximately  16  statements  of  support 
attached  to  the  application,  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C..  or 
copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send 
protests  to:  G.  H.  Faius,  Jr.,  District 
Supervisor,  Biu^u  of  Operations,  Box 
35008,  400  West  Bay  St,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  107010  (Sub-No.  58TA),  filed 
September  17,  1975.  Applicant:  BULK 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  423,  Auburn, 
Nebr.  68305.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  T.  Clark  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vrfilcle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Falls  City,  Nebr.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Missoiui,  and  Kansas,  for  180  days. 
Supp>orting  shipper:  J.  J.  Stefanec,  Man¬ 
ager  of  Transportation  Legislation, 
Agrico  Chemical  Company,  P.O.  Box 
3166,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74101.  Send  protests 
to:  Max  Johnston,  District  Supervisor, 
285  Federal  Bldg.,  b  n.S.  Courthouse, 
100  Centennial  Mall  North,  Linc(^, 
Nebr.  68508. 


No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  775TA) ,  filed 
8^>tanber  16,  1975.  Apfdkaot:  PRE¬ 
FAB  TRANSIT  CO.,  100  Soutii  Main  St., 
Fanner  CTity,  lU.  61842.  Applicant’s  rap- 
resentathre:  Dale  L.  Cox  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sou^t  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Doors,  frames,  and  door  and  door 
frame  parts  and  hardware,  from  IMeh- 
mond,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  Pennsylvania, 
West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Michigan,  and  Illi¬ 
nois,  for  180  dajrs.  Supporting  shipper: 

R.  E.  Imperial,  VP.  &'  General  Mgr., 
Johnson  Metal  Products,  633  South  H 
St.,  Richmond,  Ind.  47374.  Send  protests 
to:  Harold  C.  Jolliff,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  CTommlssion,  P.O. 
Box  2418,  Springfield,  HI.  62705. 

No.  MC  108676  (Sub-No.  84TA),  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  A.  J. 
METLER  HAULING  AND  RIGGING, 
INC.,  117  Chicamauga  Ave.  NE.,  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37917.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  A.  Metier  (same  addre.ss  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Damaged, 
used,  or  returned  shipments  of  signs,  and 
sign  parts,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  A  &  E  Plasti-Line,  Emory 
Road,  P.O.  Box  5066,  Knoxville,  Tenn. 
37918.  Send  protests  to:  Joe  J.  Tate,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operatiems, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Suite 
A-422,  U.S.  (3ourt  House,  801  Broadway, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  160TA),  filed 
September  9,  1975.  Applicant:  CX3LD- 
WAY  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC,  P.O.  Box 
747,  Sidney,  Ohio  45365.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  L.  Maurer  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tran^rt- 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts  and  articles  distributed  by  meet 
packinghouses  as  described  in  Sections  A 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Booker,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Kentucky,  Pennsylvania,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Maine,  and  Washington,  D.C., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Masters 
Dressed  Beef,  Box  290,  Booker,  Tex. 
79005.  Send  protests  to:  Keith  D.  War-, 
ner.  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operatimis,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  313  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  234 
Summit  St.,  Toledo,  Ohio  43604. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  573TA) ,  filed 
September  16,  1975.  Applicant:  PURO- 
LATOR  COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New 
Hyde  Park  Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y. 
11040.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
M.  Delany  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Blood,  and 
blood  components,  dierivatives,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  from  Wilkes  Barre,  Pa.,  to  East 
Orange,  Elizabeth,  Smnmit,  Trenton,  and 
points  in  Passaic  Coimty,  N.J.;  Biiffalo 
and  Port  Jervis,  N.Y.;  and  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
N.E.  Pennsylvania  Red  Cross  Blood  Cen¬ 
ter,  156  S.  Franklin  St.,  Wilkes  Barre,  Pa. 
Send  protests  to:  Anthony  D.  Giaimo, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  574TA) .  filed 
September  16,  1975.  Applicant:  PURO- 
liATOR  COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New 
Hyde  Park  Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y. 
11040.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 

M.  Delany  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Television  film  and 
video  tape,  (a)  between  Atlanta,  C3ia.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Knoxville,  Memphis,  and 
Nashville,  Tenn.;  (b)  between  New  York, 

N. Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  York;  parts  (a)  and  (b) 
are  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  an  immediately  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Jet  Air 
Freight,  248-06  Rockaway  Blvd.,  Jamai¬ 
ca,  N.Y.  11422.  Send  protests  to:  Anthony 
D.  Giaimo,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  113828  (Sub-No.  230TA) ,  filed 
September  15, 1975.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 
TANK  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  P.O. 
Box  30006,  Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  yVilliam  P.  Sul¬ 
livan,  Federal  Bar  Bldg.  West,  1819  H  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregxUar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Peanut  oil,  in  bulk,  from  Suffolk, 
Va.,  to  Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Standard  Brands 
Incorporated,  625  Madison  Ave.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10022.  Send  protests  to:  W.  C. 
Hersman,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  12th  &  Consti¬ 
tution  Ave.  NW.,  Room  317,  Washington, 
D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  327TA) ,  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  INTER- 
NA'nONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Road  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn. 
55901.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
M.  Sanden,  502  First  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority 
sought  to  op>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Plywood  paneling,  from 
Cucamonga,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Abltibi  Corporation,  Building  Products 
Division,  3250  W.  Big  Beaver  Road,  Troy, 
Mich.  48084.  Send  protests  to:  A.  N. 
Spath,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  414  Federal  Bldg.  &  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  S.  4th  St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55401. 


NO..MC  113908  (Sub-No.  351TA),  filed 
September  16,  1975.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORPORATTON, 
2105  East  Dale  St.,  P.O.  Box  3180  G.SS., 
Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  B.  B.  Whitehead  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Foundry  sand  ai^  foundry  sand 
additive,  in  bulk,  from  Granite  City,  Ill., 
to  Albertville,  Ala.,  and  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.;  (2)  from  Belle  Poiuche,  S.  Dak., 
to  Maumee,  Cleveland,  Columbus,  and 
Cffiicinnati,  Ohio;  (Chattanooga,  Tenn.; 
Louisville,  Ky.;  and  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  for  180 
days.  Simpoi^ins  i^pper:  American  Col¬ 
loid  (Company,  P.O.  Box  228,  Skokie,  HI. 
60076.  Send  protests  to:  John  V.  Barry, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  600 
Federal  Bldg.,  911  Walnut  St.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  352TA) ,  filed 
September  16,  1975.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORPORAITON, 
2105  East  Dale  St.,  P.O.  Box  3180  G.S.S., 
Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  B.  B.  Whitehead  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fruit  juice  and  fruit  juice  concen¬ 
trate,  in  bulk,  from  North  East,  Pa.,  to 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Monarch  Wine  (Company  of 
Georgia,  P.O.  Box  6847,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30315.  ^nd  protests  to:  John  V.  Barry, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  (Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  600 
Federal  Bldg.,  911  Walnut  St.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  113981  (Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
September  9,  1975.  Applicant:  VEGAS 
TRUCKING  &  MOVING,  INC.,  2853 
(Cedar  St.,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.  89104.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  V.  J.  Hunt  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  transporting:  (1)  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  imusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  hous^old 
goods  as  defined  by  the  (Commission, 
petrolemn  products,  in  bulk  and  commo¬ 
dities  requiring  special  equipment) ,  over 
regular  routes,  serving  the  mine  operated 
by  Tenneco  Oil  (Co.,  at  or  near  Ryan, 
Calif.,  and  the  mill  o^rated  by  Tenneco 
Oil  (Co.,  in  Nye  County,  Nev.,  and  the 
mine  and  mill  operated  by  Indtistrial 
Mineral  Ventures,  Inc.,  in  Nye  County, 
Nev.,  as  off-route  points  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  r^ular  route  service  in 
Certificate  No.  MC  113981,  issued  Novem¬ 
ber  24,  1972,  between  Las  Vegas,  Nev., 
and  Bakersfield,  Calif.,  with  the  right  to 
interline  at  the  commercial  zone  of  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.;  and  (2)  mining  and  milling 
equipment  and  supplies  and  non-metallic 
ore  concentrates,  in  bags  and  containers 
(except* in  bulk),  over  irregular  routes, 
between  points  in  Nye  (County,  Nev.,  and 
points  in  California.  Applicant  intedds 
to  interline  with  other  carriers  at  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.,  for  150  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Tenneco  Oil  (A  Tenneco  (Com¬ 
pany)  Tennaco  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  2511, 
Houston  ,  Tex.  77001.  Industrial  Mineral 


Ventures,  Inc.,  5920  McIntyre  St.,  Golden, 
Cok).  80401.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  G. 
Harrison,  District  Supervisor,  203  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  705  N.  Plaza  Street,  Carson 
City,  Nev.  89701. 

No.  MC-1 17068  (Sub-No.  52TA),  filed 
September  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  SPECIALIZED  TRANSPORTA- 
’HON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6418  North  High¬ 
way  63,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  SUos, 
loading  and  unloading  devices,  waste 
storage  tanks,  livestock  feeding  systems 
and  parts  and  accessories,  from.  Sand 
Springs,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  Montana,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  Missouri, 
Illinois,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  moving  on  self -unload¬ 
ing  equipment;  (2)  Unloading  devices, 
from  Mishawaka  and  Silver  Lake,  Ind., 
to  Sand  Springs,  Okla.;  (3)  Silo  filler 
pipe,  from  Lafayette,  Ind.,  and  Long 
Lake,  Minn.,  to  Sand  Springs,  Okla.; 
and  (4)  Fiberglass  roof  sections,  from 
Tripoli,  Iowa  and  Lake  Mills,  Wis.,  to 
Sand  Springs,  Okla.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  American  Farm  Sys¬ 
tems,  Div.,  of  Southwest  Porcelain,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  8,  Sand  Springs,  Okla.  74063. 
Send  protests  to:  A.  N.  Spath,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  &  U.S.  Courthouse,  110  S.  4th 
St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  99TA),  filed 
September  12,  1975.  Applicant:  M. 

BRUENGER  &  CO.,  INC.,  6250  North 
Broadway,  Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lester  C.  Arvln, 
814  Century  Plaza  Bldg.,  Wichita, 
Kans.  67202.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Electric  storage  batteries,  and  elec¬ 
tric  batteries  spent,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacturbig  or 
distribution  of  electric  storage  batteries, 
and  advertising  materials,  (1)  from  In¬ 
dianapolis  and  Frankfort,  Ind.;  Owens¬ 
boro,  Ky.;  Raytown,  Mo.;  and  DaUas  and 
Tyler,  Tex.;  to  Salina,  Kans.;  (2)  from 
Salina,  Kans.,  to  p>oints  in  Arizona, 
Colorado,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska.  North  Dakota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Dakota,  and  Texas,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  General  Bat¬ 
tery  Corporation,  259  Spring  Valley 
Road,  Reading,  Pa.  19604.  Send  protests 
to:  M.  E.  Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  501  Pe¬ 
troleum  Bldg..  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  lOOTA),  filed 
September  3,  1975.  Applicant:  M. 

BRUENGER  &  CO.,  INC.,  6250  North 
Broadway,  Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lester  C.  Arvin, 
814  (Tentiuy  Plaza  Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans. 
67202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  dog 
food  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  plant 
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and  warehouse  of  Sunshine  Feed  Mills. 
Inc.,  Red  Bay.  Ala.,  wd  Tupelo^  MIm.. 
to  points  in  Alabama,'  Arkansas,.  Florida, 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  New  York,  North  Oandlna, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas.  Virginia  and  West 
Virginia,  fm:  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Sunshine  Feed  Mills,  Incorporate 
Red  Bay,  Ala.  35582.  Send  protests  to: 

M.  E.  T^lor,  District  Supervisor.  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  501 
Petroleum  Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  126305  (Sub-No.  72TA).  filed 
September  16,  1975.  Apidicant:  BOYD 
BROTHERS  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  Route  1,  Clayton,  Ala.  36016.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 

69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City.  N.J.  07306. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lumber 
and  wood  particieboard,  from  Pine  Hill 
(Wilcox  C^ounty) .  Ala.,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  Missoni  Arkansas  and 
Louisiana,  and  points  in  all  states  east 
thereof:  (2)  Lumber,  from  Opelika  (Lee 
(bounty),  Ala.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Arimnsas  and  Louisiana 
and  points  in  all  states  east  thereof,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Mae  MU- 
lan  Bloedel.  Inc.,  12th  Floor,  Brown  Marx 
Bldg.,  Blnidngham.  Ala.  Send  protests 
to:  CliffOTd  W.  White,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commisslop.  Room  1616,  2121 
Bldg.,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  126555  (Sub-No.  36TA) ,  filed 
September  16, 1975,  Applicant:  UNIVER¬ 
SAL  TRANSPORT,  IHC.,  P.O.  Box  3000, 
Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.  57701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Barry  C.  Burnette  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehlde,  ovw  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aggregates,  (1)  from  points  in 
Butte,  Fan  River,  Lawrence,  Meade,  and 
Penxmigton  Counties,  8.  Dak.,  to  points 
In  Wymning,  and  Nebraska  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Colorado,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Dakota  Block  Com¬ 
pany.  Box  2920,  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak. 
57701.  Pete  Lien  It  Sons,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
440,  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.  57701.  Said 
protests  to:  J.  L.  Hamnumd,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor.  Bureau  oX.  CHieratimis,  Inter, 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Room  369, 
Federal  Blc^.,  Pierre.  S.  Dak.  57504. 

No.  MC  133106  (Sub-No.  52TA) .  filed 
September  15,  1975.  AiH>llcant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1358,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  C.  McCarty  (same 
address  as  apidicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  manufac¬ 
tured  and  distributed  by  Warner-Lam¬ 
bert  and  reUsted  advertising  material 
moving  in  vdiicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  plant- 
sites  and  storage  facilities  utilized  by 
Warner-Lambert  at  or  near  S.  Bruns¬ 
wick,  N  J..  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  the 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  the  Warner- 
Lambert  Co.,, at  Mllwaukle.  Oreg.;  Ana- 


hrim,  Calif.;  Grand  Prairie,  Tex.;  Rock¬ 
ford  and  Elk  Grove  Village,  Bl.,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Warner-Lambert  Ctompcmy.  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Warner-Lambert 
Cmnpany,  201  Tabor  Road,  Morris 
Plains,  N.J.  07950.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  501  Petroleum 
Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kan.  67202. 

No.  MC  134535  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
September  16-.  1975.  Applicant:  CASALS 
CCWTRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  130 
Meadow  Road,  P.O.  Box  1393,  Edison, 
NJ.  08817.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193,  5  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Such  mer- 
chandise  as  are  dealt  in  by  a  retail  sport¬ 
ing  goods  house,  and  in  ccmnection  there¬ 
with,  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  business  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicle),  between 
Carteret.  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maine,  Vermont.  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Idand,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pomsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  the  District  of  Coliunbia,  under 
a  continumg  contract  or  contracts  with 
Herman’s  World  of  Sporting  Goods,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Herman’s 
World  of  Sporting  Goods,  Div.,  of  W.  R. 
Grace  &  Co.,  2  Germack  Drive,  Carteret, 
N.J.  07008.  Send  protests  to:  Robcai  S. 
H.  Vance.  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commi^ion,  9  Clinton 
St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  134535  (Si*-No.  6TA).  filed 
58-000.  fol.  1385,  31-10.  Sept.  29 
No.  MC  134535  (8ub-Nb.  6  TA) .  filed 
September  16.  1975.  Applicant:  CASALE 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  130 
Meadow  Road.  P.O.  Box  1393,  Edison, 
NmT.  08817.  .^^licant!s  representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel.  Suite  6193. 5  World  Trade 
Center.  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Carpet  and  cushioning, 
from  Trenton,  N.J.,  Fairless  Hills  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts.  Rhode 
Island.  Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Pennsylvania.  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Virginia  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
tmder  a  continuing  cmxtract  or  contracts 
with  General  Felt  Industries,  Inc.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  General 
Felt  Industries,  Inc.,  Park  80  Plaza  West- 
One,  Saddle  Brook.  NJf.  07662.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Robert  S.  H.  Vance,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  9  Clinton  St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  136590  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
September  17,  1975.  Applicant:  MOUN¬ 
TAINEER  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
D960,  Darien,  Ga.  31305.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1107  Black- 
stone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tran^xjrting:  (1)  Shoes;  (2)  Ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  shoes,  (1)  from  Newport,  N.H.,  to 


points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  (2)  frmn  pmnts  In 
the  United  States  (exca>t  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  to  Newport,  NK.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract' or  contracts  with  Al- 
tama  Delta  Corporation,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Altama  Delta  Cor¬ 
poration,  UB.  Highway  17,  Darien,  Oa. 
31305.  Send  protests  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr., 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera- 
ti(xis.  Interstate  Commerce  Ccxnmission, 
Box  35008,  400  West  Bay  St.,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  136668  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  16, 1975.  Applicant:  ROGERS 
VINEGAR  CX>MPANY,  INC.,  West  Olive 
at  Frisco  Tracks,  Rogers,  Ark.  72756.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  B.  Blair, 
111  Holcomb  St.,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Ethid  al¬ 
cohol,  in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouses  of  Union  Carbide  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  Texas  City,  Tex.,  to  the  plantsite 
and  wardiouses  of  Standard  Brands, 
Inc.,  at  Nixa,  Mo.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Standard  Brands,  Inc., 
Standard  Brands  Bldg.,  625  Madison 
Ave.,  New  Yoric,  N.Y.  10022.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  District 
Supervisor,  3108  Federal  OfOce  Bldg^  700 
West  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  139475  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  8,  1975.  Applicant:  USA 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4550, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76106.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Billy  R.  Reid,  6108  Sharon 
Road,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  76116.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^lcle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packh&gho^es  as  described  In  Sec¬ 
tions  A  aad  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  the  plantsites  and  facili¬ 
ties  of  MBPXL  Corp.,  at  or  near  Frlona 
and  Plainview,  Tex.,  to  Chicago,  UL  and 
points  in  the  Commercial  zone  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  Bl.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  MBPXL  Corp.,  Box  910,  Plainview, 
Tex.  79872.  Send  protests  to:  H.  C.  Mor¬ 
rison,  Sr.,  District  Supervisor,  Room 
9A27  Federal  Bldg.,  819  Taylor  St.,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76102. 

No.  MC  139882  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
September  12, 1975.  Applicant:  GLEN  M. 
BARNEY,  doing  business  as  GLEN 
BARNEY  &  SONS,  198  North  Third  East, 
Salina,  Utah  84654.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  r.  Michael  Jorgensen,  1515 
Walker  Bank  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  2465,  Balt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84110.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregnilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coal,  from  points  in  Sevier,  Emery 
and  Carbon  Coxmties,  Utah,  to  the  Nav¬ 
ajo  Power  Plant  at  or  near  Page,  Ariz., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Wacon 
CThemicals  Cmnpany,  P.O.  Box  1287, 
Cheyenne,  Wyo.  82001.  Send  protests  to: 
Lyle  D.  Gelfer,  IXstrict  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  5301  Federal  Bldg.,  125 
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South  State  St.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84138. 

No.  MC  139885  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
September  12,  1975.  Applicant:  ART  J. 
ROBINSON,  doing  business  as  ART 
ROBINSON  k  SONS,  95  North  2nd  East. 
Salina,  Utah  84654.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  D.  Michael  Jorgensen,  1515 
Walker  Bank  Bldg..  P.O.  Box  2465.  Salt 
Lake  C:ity.  Utah  84110.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Coal,  from  points  in  Sevier,  Emery 
and  Carbon  Counties,  Utah,  to  the  Nav¬ 
ajo  Power  Plant  at  or  near  Page,  Ariz., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Wacon 
Chemicals  Company,  P.O.  Box  1287, 
Cheyenne,  Wyo.  82001.  Send  protests  to: 
Lyle  D.  Heifer,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  5301  Federal  Bldg.,  125 
South  State  St.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84138. 

No.  MC  141323  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  15, 1975.  Applicant;  TRAILER 
MARINE  TRANSPORT  CORPORA¬ 
TION.  1045  Bond  Ave.,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32203.  Applicant’s  representative:  Leo  C. 
Franey,  702  World  Center  Bldg.,  918  16th 
St.,  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  the  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  commercial  zone,  including 
Jacksonville,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  water.  Applicant 
intends  to  interline  at  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  There 
are  approximately  6  statements  of  sup¬ 
port  attached  to  the  application,  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate  CTom- 
merce  Commission,  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or  c<H>ies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Q.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Biureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Box  35008,  400 
West  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202, 

No.  MC  141322TA,  filed  September  12, 
1975.  Applicant:  MONTGOMERY 

X-RAY  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
13310  Dove  Street,  Silver  Spring,  Md. 
20904.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gerald 
X-  Glmmel,  303  N.  Frederick  Ave.,  Gaith¬ 
ersburg,  Md.  20760.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  X-Ray  scanning  machines  and 
parts,  materials  and  supplies  therefor, 
when  moving  with  the  X-Ray  Scanning 
Machines,  and  materials  and  supplies 
necessary  for  the  manufacture  and  in¬ 
stallation  of  the  X-Ray  Scanning  Ma¬ 
chines  on  return,  in  specially  designed 
X-Ray  Scanning  Machine  vehicles,  from 
the  plantslte  and  storage  facilities  of 
Pfizer  Medical  Systems,  Inc.,  In  Mont¬ 
gomery  County,  Md.,  to  points  In  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii).  Restriction:  Restricted  against 


the  tiansportation  of  commodities  In 
bulk,  imder  a  continuing  contract  with 
Pfizer  Medical  ^sterns,  Inc„  for  180 
days.  Suportlng  shipper:  Pfizer  Medical 
Systems,  lnc„  P.O.  Box  4212,  Silver 
Spring.  Md.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Ccmunisslon,  12th  k  Consti¬ 
tution  Ave.,  NW.,  Room  B-317,  W.  C. 
Hersman,  District  Supervisor,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  141330TA,  filed  September  18, 
1975.  AppUcant:  MALCOLM  POWELL, 
doing  business  as  POWELL  TRUCKING, 
Route  1,  Lumber  City,  Ga.  31549.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor, 
1107  Blackstone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lum¬ 
ber;  (2)  Materials  and  supplies  used  by  a 
Ivunber  manufactme,  (1)  from  Lumber 
City,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Delaware,  Kentucky,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia;  (2)  from  points 
in  the  states  named  above  to  Lumber 
City,  Ga.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Allied  Timber  Company, 
Inc.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shiin)er: 
Allied  'Timber  Company,  Inc.,  9619  East- 
port  Road,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32218.  Send 
protests  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr..  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Box  35008, 
400  West  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32202. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-26134  Filed  9-29-76;8:45  ami 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
Septeicber  25, 1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  1065) .  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
Interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  befmre  October  10.  1975.  A 
copy  must  also  be  served  upon  applicant 
or  its  representative.  Protests  against 
the  elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
niunbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  Identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E31),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 


TRUCKING  COm  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank.  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  roiites,  transporting:  Dry 
commercial  animal  and  poultry  feed,  in 
bags  and  In  btilk,  from  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  to  points  in  (Colorado.  The  piupose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  and  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E32),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
commercial  animal  and  poultry  feed,  in 
bags  and  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Colorado 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kansas -Colorado  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
the  Colorado-Utah  State  line,  to  points 
In  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
41,  including  all  points  on  the  designated 
highways.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa,  and  Pekin,  m. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E33).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Elagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financitd  Center,  Des  Moines. 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
commercial  animal  and  poultry  feed,  in 
bags  and  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Illinois 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
lowa-Blinois  State  line  extending  tdong 
U.S.  Highway  136  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  119,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  119  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State 
line,  to  points  in  Colorado  on  and  west 
of  Interstate  Highway  25,  and  from 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lowa-minols  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway 
116,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  116 
to  jimctlon  Illinois  Highway  24,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  Hlinois- 
Indiana  State  line,  to  points  In  Ck>lorado. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  and 
Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E34).  'filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CJO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  commercial  animal  and  poultry 
feed,  in  bags  and  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
South  Dakota  to  points  in  Michigan  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Muske¬ 
gon  extending  along  Michigan  Highway 
46  to  Jtmction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Junction  Mich- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  190 — TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  30,  1975 


44916 

igan  Highway  20,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  20  to  Midland,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  Bay  City,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  247  to  Lake 
Huron.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fort  Dodge, 
Iowa,  and  Pekin,  Ill. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E35).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Paixr 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Dry 
commercial  animal  and  poultry  feed,  in 
bags  and  in  bulk,  (1)  between  points  in 
Dawes  and  Sioux  Counties,  Nebr.,  on  and 
north  of  n.S.  Highway  20,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  cm  and  north  of  n.S.  Highway  36; 

(2)  between  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ne- 
braska-Wyoming  State  line  extending 
along  n.S.  Highway  30  to  jvmction 
Nebraska  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Nebraska  Highway  70  to  junction  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  91,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  91  to  Jimction  U.S. 
Highway  81,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
81  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  275,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  275  to  jimction  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  51,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  51  to  the  Nebraska- 
lowa  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other.  Hannibal.  Mo.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E36).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ant- 
moZ  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  ingredients 
(except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
from  points  in  Kansas  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E37) ,  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Ea|;le  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center.  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
(HTerate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  and 
feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  Kansas 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  183  and  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24,  to  points 
in  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa,  and  Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E38).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  from  points  in  Kansas  on  and 
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west  of  U.S.  Highway  183  and  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  36,  to  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa,  and  Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E39).  filed 
Jtme  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  animal  and  poul¬ 
try  feed  and  feed  ingredients,  from 
points  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  highway  183  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along 
U.S,  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  283,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  283 
to  jvmction  U.S.  Highway  56,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  56  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  83,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
83  to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line,  to 
points  in  Hlinois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lowa-Hllnois  State  line 
extending  along  Illinois  Highway  92  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  192,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  192  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  17, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  17  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  78,  thence 

along  Illinois  Highway  78  to  jimction 
Illinois  Highway  91,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  91  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway 
93,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  93  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  93,  thence 

jimction  Illinois  Highway  29,  thence 

Hlinois  Highway  18,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  18  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway 
17,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  17  to 
junction  Hlinois  Highway  114,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  114  to  the  In- 
diana-Hlinois  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filii^  is  to  eliminate  the  gat^ay  of 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  from  points  in  Kansas  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  183  and  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  24,  to  points  in 
Indiana  on  and  north  of  a  line  loginning 
at  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  extend¬ 
ing^  along  Indiana  Highway  26  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  38,  thSice  along  Indiana  Highway 
38  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  109, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  109  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  ,40,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E41),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 


plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Faii'- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (ex¬ 
cept  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 

(1)  between  points  in  Kansas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  (except  that  part  of  Minnesota  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  extending  along 
Minnesota  Highway  264  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  62,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  62  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  59,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  9  to  Hie  Min¬ 
nesota-North  Dakota  State  line;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Kansas  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri-Kansas 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
59,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  77  to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota  State 
line  extending  along  Minnesota  Highway 
264  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  62, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  62  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Miimesota 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  9  to  the  Minnesota-North  Da¬ 
kota  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove.  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E42),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed 
ingredients  (except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  (1)  from  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming  east  of  the  Continental  Divide  and 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Colorado- Wyoming  State  line  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  25  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  26,  thence  ^ong  U.S.  High¬ 
way  26  to  the  Continental  Divide,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin;  (2)  from  points  in 
Wyoming  east  of  the  Continental  Divide 
and  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  South  Dakota-Wyoming  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to 
junction  U.S.  Highways  14  and  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Wyoming- 
Idaho  State  line,  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Minnesota-Wisconsin  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  21,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  21  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  41  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  Lake  Michigan. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E43),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
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TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Wiliam  I* 
Fairtiank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  commam  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Dry  animal  and,  poultry  feed  and 
feed  ingredients  (except  liquids,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  In  that 
part  of  Wyoming  east  of  the  Continental 
Divide  and  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
26  and  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25,  to  points  in  Minnesota  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  extending  along 
Minnesota  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  the  United 
States-CJanada  International  Boundary 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa, 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  r^resentative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  ingre¬ 
dients  (exc^t  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  points  in  Wyoming  east 
of  the  Continental  Divide  and  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska- Wyoming  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.'  Highway  20  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  26  to  the  Continental  Divide,  to 
points  to  Missouri  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  65.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E45),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  frMn  points  to  Wyoming  east  of 
the  Continental  Divide,  to  points  to  Illi¬ 
nois.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-Na  E46),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L,  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  from  points  to  Wyoming,  east  of 
the  Continental  Divide,  to  points  to  In¬ 
diana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E47),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  cerate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 


over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  dry  animal 
and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  from  points 
to  Wyoming  east  of  the  Continental  Di¬ 
vide,  to  points  to  Ohio  and  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  (except  points  to 
Emmet,  Ctoeboygan  and  Presque  Isle 
Counties,  Mich.).  The  purpose  of  this 
fifing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Eagle  Grove,  and  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E48),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CX>.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Pairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  and 
dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients, 
from  points  to  Wyoming  east  of  the  Con¬ 
tinental  Divide,  to  points  in  Kentucky. 
Ihe  purpose  of  this  fifing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  and 
Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E49) ,  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  William  K 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
(H>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed 
ingredients  (except  liqui<^,  to  bulk,  to 
tank  vehicles),  (1)  from  points  to  Colo¬ 
rado  on  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway 
25,  to  points  to  Minnesota  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Minne- 
sota  State  fine  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  23,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
23  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  72,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  72  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line;  (2) 
from  points  to  Colorado  to  points  to 
Minnesota  on  and  east  of  a  line  bato¬ 
ning  at  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  fine 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  94,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  94  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  59  to  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  (except 
points  in  Kittson,  Marshall,  Roseau, 
Pennington,  Polk,  and  Mahnomen  Coun¬ 
ties,  Minn.,  from  points  to  Moffat,  Routt, 
Rio  Blanco,  Jackson,  Grand,  Garfield, 
Larimer,  and  Ekigle  Counties,  Colo.) .  The 
purpose  of  this  fifing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E50),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Elagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  (^rate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  ingredi¬ 
ents  (except  liquids,  to  bulk,  to  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  from  points  to  Colorado,  to 
points  to  Wisconsin.  Ihe  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 


No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  ESI),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  (Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  (1)  from  points  to  Colorado  on 
and  north  of  a  fine  beginning  at  the 
Kansas-Colorado  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  82,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  82  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
70  to  the  Colorado-Utah  State  line,  to 
points  to  Hltoois  on  and  north  of  a  fine 
beginning  at  the  lowa-Hltools  State  line 
extending  along  Hlinois  Highway  9  to 
jimction  UB.  Highway  24,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  24,  to  junction  Hltoois 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  9  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  47, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  47  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  74,  thence  idong 
Interstate  Highway  74  to  the  Hfinois- 
Indiana  State  fine;  (2)  from  points  to 
Colorado,  to  points  to  Hltoois  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Hlinois  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Hlinois  Highway  116,  thence  along 
Hlinois  Highway  116  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
24  to  the  Hfinois-Indlana  State  line;  (3) 
from  points  in  Colorado  on  and  w^  of 
Interstate  Highway  25,  to  points  to  Illi¬ 
nois  on  and  north  of  a  fine  beginning 
at  the  lowa-Hlinols  State  fine  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  junction 
Hlinois  Highway  119,  thence  along  Hfi- 
nois  Highway  119  to  the  Hfinois-Indlana 
State  fine.  The  purpose  of  this  fifing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagde  Grove. 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E52),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCEUNG  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  DtTf  animal  and  poultry  feed  and  dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients, 
from  points  to  Ck)lorado  on  and  north  of 
a  fine  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Colorado 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
24  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
the  Colorado-Utah  State  line,  to  points 
to  Indiana  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Hltoois-lndiana  State  fine 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  46,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  46  to  the  Indl- 
ana-Ohio  State  fine.  The  purpose  of 
this  fifing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E53),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
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ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  and 
feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  Colorado 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Utah-Colorado  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  14,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  l4  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
138,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  138  to 
junction  Colorado  Highway  113,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  113  to  the  Colo- 
rado-Nebraska  State  line,  to  points  in 
Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa,  and  Pekin,  Ill. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E54),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  and 
feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  to  points  in  Ohio  and  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  and  Pekin,  HL 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E55),  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients 
(except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
from  points  in  Illinois,  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana  and  North  Dakota.  The  pmpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E56),  filed 
Jtme  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Illinois,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  South  Da¬ 
kota.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E57),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Ulinois 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Uli- 
nois-Indiana  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Nebraska  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Nebraska-Iowa  State  line 
extending  along  Nebraska  Highway  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  81  to  jimction  Nebraska 


Highway  91,  thence  along  Nebraska 
Highway  91  to  jimction  UH.  High¬ 
way  281,  thence  along  UJS.  Hifidiway 
281  to  junction  Nebraska  Highway  92, 
thence  along  Nebraska  Highway  92 
to  junction  UH.  Highway  183,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  183  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  80,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  the  Colorado- 
Nebraska  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E58),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Ulinois 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  64,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  64  to  junction  Dli- 
nois  Highway  26,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  26  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
72,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  72  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  64,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  64  to  Lake  Michigan,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  lowa-Missouri  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  the  Missouri- 
Kansas  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E59),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients.  between  points  in  Illinois  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  136,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  35 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  38,  thence  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  38  to  junction  Miimesota 
Highway  1,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  1  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  6,  thencaalong  Minnesota  Highway 
6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line,  including  points  on  the  named  high¬ 
ways.  Restricted  against  service  from 
points  in  Minnesota  to  points  in  Illinois 
within  the  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E60),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
’TRUCKING  CX).,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  WUliam  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 


Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients.  between  points  In  Illinois,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line 
extending  ahmg  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  12  to  junction  Miimesota 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59, 
thence  along  UJS.  Highway  59  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  94,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  94  to  the  Miimesota- 
North  Dakota  State  line.  Restricted 
against  service  from  Miimesota  to  points 
in  Illinois  within  the  East  St.  Louis 
commercial  zone.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E61),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Illinois  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  50  and  on  and  west  of 
Illinois  Highway  37  (except  pwints  in  the 
East  St.  Louis  commercial  zone) ,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Mimiesota  (except  points  in  Minnesota 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  218  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  90,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  56,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
56  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  19, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  19  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  the  Minnesota-Wis- 
consin  State  line  at  Red  Wing,  Minn.) . 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E62),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  in 
bags  and  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Nebraska 
to  points  in  Indiana.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Davenport,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E63),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
’TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Feed 
ingredients,  in  bulk  and  in  bags  (other 
than  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  Nebraska  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Nebraska 
State  line  extending  along  Nebraska 
Highway  92  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
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183,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  183  to 
junction-  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Nebraska-Wyo- 
ming  State  line,  to  points  in  Tennessee. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E64),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed  ingredients,  in  bulk  and  in  bags 
(other  than  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Nebraska  State  line  extending  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  77,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  283,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  283  to  junction  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  23,  thence  along  Nebraska  Highway 
23  to  the  Nebraska-Colorado  State  line, 
to  points  in  Kentucky.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E65),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed  ingredients,  in  bulk  and  in  bags 
(other  than  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  points  in  Nebraska  to 
points  in  Ohio,  Michigan,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  219.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E66),  filed' 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CX5.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbuik,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by^motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients 
(except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
(1)  between  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Nchraska  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  73, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  73  to  junction 
Nebraska  Highway  32,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  32  to  junction  Nebraska 
Highway  14,  thence  along  Nebrsiska 
Highway  14  to  junction  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  Nebraska  Highway 
70  to  junction  Nebraska  Highway  91, 
thence  along  Nebraska  Highway  91  to 
junction  Nebraska  Highway  2,  thence 
along  Nebraska  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  Nebraska  Highway  61,  thence 
along  Nebraska  Highway  61  to  the 
Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Mlnnesota- 
lowa  State  line  extending 


U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  38,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  38  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boimdary 
line;  (2)  between  points  in  Nebraska  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  83,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  Minneap¬ 
olis,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
65  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  210, 
thence  aloi^  Minnesota  Highway  210  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  73,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  73  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  53,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  53  to  the  United  States-Canada  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E67),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Nebraska,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  Gateway  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E68),  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Nebraska  in  Dawes  and 
Sioux  Coimties  which  are  on  and  north 
of  UJ5.  Highway  20  and  on  and  west  of 
Nebraska  Highway  385,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Missouri  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  65.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E69),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  (1)  between  points  in  South 
Dakota  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  South  Dakota-Wyoming  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  18  to 
jimction  South  Dakota  Highway  79, 
thence  along  South  Dakota  Highway  79 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  14,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  14  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  281,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281  to  the  South  Dakota-North 
Dakota  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Missouri;  (2)  be¬ 


tween  points  in  South  Dakota,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Missouri  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  lowa-Missourl  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  13,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the  Mis- 
souri-Arkansas  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E70),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  (1).  between  points  in  Missouri 
(except  points  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35),  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Minnesota  (except  points 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway 
50,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  50 
to  junction  Miimesota  Highway  56, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  56  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  19,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  19  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  3,  thence  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  3  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  60.  thence  along  Minnesota 
Hi^way  60  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35.  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
35  to  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line; 
(2)  between  points  in  Missouri  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  63,  on  the  (me 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  9,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  9  to  junction  UJ3.  Highway 
59,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E71).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  repres^tative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  (1)  between  points  in  Missouri 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
lowa-Missourl  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  69  to  juncticm  Missouri 
Highway  13,  thence  along  Missouri  High¬ 
way  13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  131,  thence  along 
Missouri  Highway  131  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  2,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  the 
Missouri- Arkansas  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin;  (2)  between  points  in  Missouri, 
on  the  one  lumd,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
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Highway  8  and  on  and  west  of  n.8. 
way  6S.  The  purpose  o(f  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  ot  Bagle  Grove. 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E72).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  HMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CXD.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank.  1980  Financial  Center, *Des  Moines. 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultrv  teed  ingredients  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
points  in  Missoiul,  to  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  Montana.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E73).  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Ea^e  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Willhun  L.  Fair- 
bank.  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultrv  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  (1) 
from  points  in  Missouri  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  points  in  Wyoming 
east  of  the  Continental  Divide  and  on 
and  north  of  a  line  begizmlng  at  the  Ne- 
braska-Wyoming  State  line  extending 
along  UH.  Highway  20  to  Junction 
WycMnlng  Highway  220,  thence  along 
Wyoming  Highway  220  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  287.  thoice  along  n.S.  Highway 
287  to  the  Wyoming-Montana  State  line; 
(2)  from  points  in  Missouri  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Missouii 
State  extending  along  UH.  Highway 
63  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  36,  thence 
along  UH.  Highway  36  to  jimction  Mis¬ 
souri  His^way  15,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  15  to  junction  UH.  Highway  54, 
thence  along  UH.  Highway  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  Junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  19,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  19  to  the  Missouri-Arkansas 
State  line,  to  points  in  Wyoming  east  of 
the  Continental  Divide,  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Eagle  Grove,  Jowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E74).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  !«. 
Falrbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
(g>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  hy  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  (1)  from  points  in  Minnesota  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Miimesota  State  line  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90,  thence  almig  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  jimction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  13,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
13  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  30, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  30  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  83,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  83  to  junction 
U.S,  Higjiway  14,  Uience  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  14  to  junctkm  Minnesota  Hl^way 
15,  thence  almg  Minnesota  Highway  15 


to  junction  UJS.  Highway  52,  th^ce  along 
UJS.  mghway  52  to  junctimi  Mtanewita 
Highway  238,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  238  to  junction  Mtainesota 
Highway  27,  thmce  along  Minnesota 
Highway  27  to  jimctkm  Mhmssoia 
way  371,  thence  along  Mhmesota  High¬ 
way  371  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  2, 
thence  along  UJS.  Highway  2  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  junction  Mhwieeota  Highway 
72,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  72 
to  the  United  States-C^anada  Intnma- 
tlonal  Boundary  line;  (2)  from  points  in 
Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  218  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  Junchon 
U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  169  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  65,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  65  to  jimction  UJS.  Highway  71, 
thence  along  UH.  Highway  71  to  the 
United  States-Canada  ^tetemational 
Boimdary  line,  to  points  in  Indiana  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Bli- 
nois-Indiana  State  line  extending  along 
UJS.  Highway  36  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  40  to 
the  Indiana-Ohk)  State  Une.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E75).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO..  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Falrbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  in  bulk  and  in  bags.  (1)  from 
points  in  Minnesota  on  arid  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Mln- 
nesota  State  line  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  junction  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  60,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  60  to  juncticm  Minnesota 
Highway  3,  thence  aloxig  Minnesota 
Highway  3  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  19,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
19  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  56. 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  56  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  50,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  50  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along  UJS.  High¬ 
way  61  to  the  Mississippi  River  at  Has¬ 
tings,  to  points  in  Arkansas  (except  from 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a 
line  begiiuiing  at  the  lowa-Minnesota 
State  line  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  10  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  59,  thence  along  17.S.  Highway 
59  to  the  United  States-Canada  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  on  and  west  of  a  Une  beginning 
at  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State  line  ex- 
twding  along  Arkansas  Highway  5  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  62,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  Junction  Arkansas 
Highway  14,  thence  akmg  Arkansas 
Highway  14  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  27,  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway 
27  to  junction  UB.  Highway  65,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  9,  thence  al<mg  Arkan¬ 


sas  Highway  9  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  5,  thence  along  Aikaaaas  High¬ 
way  5  to  juneiioB  Aricansas  Midway  7, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  7  to 
Junction  Interstate  Higdiway  SO,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  30  ta  the  Ar- 
kansas-Texas  State  Une) ; 

(2)  From  points  in  Mhmaeota  on  and 
west  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  extendlag  along 
n.S.  Highway  218  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  along  UJS.  IBghway  16  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  56,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  56  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  50,  thence  along 
Miimesota  Highway  50  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  61.  th^ce  along  UB.  Highway 
61  to  the  Mississippi  River,  to  points  in 
Mississippi;  (3)  from  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  218  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  63  to  junction  UJ3.  ]^hway 
52,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  58,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  58  to  the 
Mississippi  River  at  Red  Wing,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Tennessee;  (4)  from 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  west 
of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  Une  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  218  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  56,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  56  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  52,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  52  to  junction  Minnesota  Hlfih- 
way  56.  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
56  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  61  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  12,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
12  to  the  Mississippi  River  at  Lakeland, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Kentucky;  (5)  from 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a 
Une  beginning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota 
State  line  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
218  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  35, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  35  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  60,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  60  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  3,  thence  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  3  to  junction  U.S.  Hlgdi- 
way  12,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
the  Mississippi  River  at  Lakeland,  Minn., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  219; 

(6)  From  points  in  Minnesota  on  and 
west  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  Une  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  65  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  30,  thence  along  Minnesota 
BOghway  30  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  83,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
83  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  14,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  14  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  15,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  212,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  212 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junc¬ 
tion  Minnesota  Highway  7,  thence  along 
Minnesota  Highway  7  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  75,  thence  along  U.S.  Hlgdiway 
75  to  the  Minnesota-South  Dakota  State 
Une,  to  points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line  be- 
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ginning  at  Lake  Michigan  extending 
along  UJ5.  Highway  31  to  jimctlon  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  55,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  55  to  Lake  Huron  at  Tawas  City. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  the 
storage  facility  of  the  Chemical  Division, 
Smith  Douglas,  of  Borden,  Inc.,  at  Rock 
Island,  Ill.,  and  the  plant  site  of  the  Occi¬ 
dental  Chemical  Company  at  or  near 
Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E76),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMIHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients 
(except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
from  points  in  Minnesota  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota 
State  line  extending  along  Minnesota 
Highway  15  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  10, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  71  to  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boimdary  line,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Wyoming  east  of  the  Con¬ 
tinental  Divide  and  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
IHghway  20  and  on  and  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E77),  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients 
(except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
(1)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Minne¬ 
sota  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  23,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  23  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
jimction  Minnesota  Highway  72,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  72  to  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line,  to  points  in  Colorado  on 
and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  25;  (2) 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Minnesota  cm 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Min- 
nesota-Iowa  State  line  extending  along 
n.S.  Highway  71  to  jimction  Interstate 
Highway  94,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  94  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line,  to  points  in  Colorado  (ex¬ 
cept  from  points  in  Kittson,  Marshall, 
Roseau,  Pennington,  Polk,  and  Mahno¬ 
men  Coimties,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Mof¬ 
fat,  Routt,  Rio  Blanco,  Jackson,  Grand, 
Garfield,  Larimer  and  Eagle  Counties, 
Colo.).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E78),  filed 
June  1.  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 


plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  (1) 
from  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Hlinois 
State  line  extending  along  Illinois 
Highway  9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  9,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  9  to  junction  Illinois 
I"ighway  47,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  47  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
74,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  74 
to  the  minois-Indiana  State  line,  to 
points  in  Colorado  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Colorado  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to 
junction  Colorado  Highway  82,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  82  to  jimction 
Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70  to  the  Colorado- 
Utah  State  line;  (2)  from  points  in 
Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
aji  the  lowa-Hlinois  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway  116, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  116  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  HUnols-Indiana 
State  line,  to  points  in  Colorado;  (3) 
from  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-IUinois  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  136 
to  junction  Illinois  Highway  119,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  119  to  the  Ulinois- 
Indiana  State  line,  to  points  in  Colorado 
on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  25. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E79),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (ex¬ 
cept  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in 
Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E80),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representative:  WUliam L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani- 
mcCl  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (except 
Uquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  (1) 
frohi  points  in  Wisconsin,  to  points  in 
Wyoming  east  qfjthe  Continental  Divide 
and  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Colorado-Wyoming  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  25  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  26  to  the  Continental 
Divide;  (2)  from  points  in  Wisconsin  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Min- 
nesota-Wisconsin  State  line  extending 


along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  21,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  21  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  Lake  Michigan, 
to  points  in  Wyoming  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  South  Dakota - 
Wyoming  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  junction  U.S.  Highways 
14  and  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  the  Wyoming-Idaho  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E81),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (except 
Uquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in  Kansas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E82),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKJNG  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representative:  WilUam L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
points  in  IlUnols  to  points  in  Wyoming. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  and 
Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E83),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representative:  WilUam  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  (1)  from  points  in  Nebraska 
(except  those  points  south  of  Nebraska 
Highway  2  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  77) , 
to  points  in  nUnois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction 
HUnois  Highway  116,  thence  along  Hli- 
nois  Highway  116  to  junction  HUnois 
Highway  121,  thence  along  HUnois  High¬ 
way  121  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junc¬ 
tion  HUnois  Highway.  133,  thence  along 
HUnois  Highway  133  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  150,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
150  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  Une;  (2) 
from  points  in  Nebraska  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  points  in  HUnois  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  30.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E84),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCTQNG  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  WUliam  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  <H)erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani- 
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mai  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (exc«pt 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles).  Iron 
p(^ts  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lowa-IUiiMis  State  line 
extending  along  Illinois  Highway  92  to 
juz^ctlon  Illinois  Highway  192,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  192  to  junction 
UH.  Highway  67,  thence  along  UH.  High> 
way  67  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  17, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  17  to  junc-> 
tion  Illinois  Highway  78,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  78  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  91.  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  91  to  jimction  Illinois  Highway 
93,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  93  to 
junction  Illinois  Kghway  29,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  29  to  junction  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  18,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  18  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
17,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  17  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  114,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  114  to  the  Uli- 
nois-Indlana  State  line,  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  on  and  west  of  a  line  banning  at  the 
Nebrasks-Kansas  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  183  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  283,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  283  to  junction  n.S. 
Highway  56.  thaice  along  U.S.  Highway 
56  to  Junction  n.S.  Highway  83.  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  83  to  the  Kansas- 
CMclahotna  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E85).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKINO  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap- 
Ihcant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed 
ingredients  (except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  (1)  from  p<^ts  in  Kan¬ 
sas  to  points  in  Minnesota  (except  that 
part  of  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Iowa>Mlnnesota  State 
line  extending  along  Minnesota  Highway 
264  to  junction  Miimesota  Highway  62, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  62  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along 
UH.  Highway  59  to  jiinction  Minnesota 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  9  to  the  Minnesota-North  Da¬ 
kota  State  line;  (2)  from  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Missourl-Kansas  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Hl^way  70  to  jtmc- 
thm  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  junctioa  UH.  Highway  56, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  56  to  Jtmction 
Interstate  Highway  35.  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
77  to  the  Kansas-C^lahoma  State  line,  to 
points  in  Minnesota  (m  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota  State 
line  extending  along  Minnesota  Highway 
264  to  jimction  Minnesota  Highway  62, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  62  to 
junction  U.S.  Hl^way  59,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  jimction  Minnesota 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  9  to  the  Minnesota-North  Da¬ 
kota  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle 
Grove.  Iowa. 


No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E86).  filed 
June  1.  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove.  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fa^ank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  m<^or 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  (1)  between  points  in  South 
Dakota  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Minnesota-South  Dakota  State 
line  extending  along  South  Dakota 
Highway  34  to  junction  South  Dakota 
Highway  37,  thence  along  South  Dakota 
Highway  37  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
14.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  14  to 
junction  South  Dakota  Highway  34, 
thence  along  South  Dakota  Highway  34 
to  the  South  Dakota-Wyoming  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Wis- 
consin  State  line  extending  along  UJS. 
Highway  18  to  junction  UH.  Highway 
151,  thmce  along  UJS.  Highway  151  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  23,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  .23  to  Lake 
Michigan  at  Sheboygan,  Wis.;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  South  Dakota  on  and 
west  of  a  line  begiiming  at  the  Nebraska- 
South  Dakota  State  line  extending  along 
South  Dakota  Highway  47  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  16,  and  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  junction  of  South 
Dakota  Highway  47  and  U.S.  Highway  16 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  the 
South  Dakota-Wyoming  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  pc^ts 
in  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of  a  line  be- 
ginning  at  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
63  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  72. 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  72  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  25.  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  25  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  29,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  29  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  178,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  178  to  junction  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  27,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  27  to  junction  Wiscoiisin  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
70  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  139, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  139  to 
the  Wlsconsin-Michlgan  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E87).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO„  ESigle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  l. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sou^t  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  and 
dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients, 
from  points  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of 
UJS.  Highway  77  to  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Eagle  Grove,  and  Muscatine,  Iowa. 


No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E88).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO..  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 


Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  feed  ingredients,  in  bulk  and 
in  bags,  from  points  in  South  Dakota  to 
points  in  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Indiana,  Ohio  and  that  part  of 
Poinsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  the  storage 
facility  of  the  Chemical  Division.  Smith 
Douglas,  of  Borden,  Inc.,  at  Rock  Island, 
HI.,  and  the  plant  site  of  Occidental 
Chemical  Company  at  or  near  Mont¬ 
pelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E89).  filed 
June  1.  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank.  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  hf  motor 
vehicle.  Over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients 
(except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
(1)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  to  Des  Moines,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  163  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  34  to  the  Mississippi  River, 
to  points  in  South  Dakota;  (2)  from  that 
part  of  Iowa  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
69  and  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  30, 
to  points  in  South  Dakota  on  and  wetd:  of 
U.S.  Highway  281;  (2)  from  that  part  of 
Iowa  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nebraska-Iowa  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  169,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
169  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  lowa-Hll- 
nois  State  line,  to  points  in  South  Da¬ 
kota  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  183  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  16,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  16  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  83,  thenoe  along  U.S.  Highway  83  to 
the  South  Dakota-North  Dakota  State 
line;  (4)  from  points  in  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Wyoming  (except  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Iowa  north  of  U.S.  IHghway  20 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  65,  to  points 
in  Crook,  Weston,  Campbell,  Johnson, 
Sheridan,  Big  Horn,  and  Washakie 
Counties,  Wyoming);  (5)  from  points 
In  Iowa  to  points  in  Colorado  (except 
points  in  Cheyenne,  Kiowa,  Bent,  Baca, 
and  Prowers  CJounties) ;  (6)  from  points 
in  Iowa  on  smd  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
6  to  points  in  Cheyenne,  Kiowa,  Bent, 
Prowers  and  Baca  Counties,  (Jolo.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E90),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  (X).,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  commercial  animal  and  poultry 
feed,  in  bags  and  in  bulk,  from  Musca¬ 
tine,  Iowa,  to  points  in  the  Lower  Penin- 
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sula  of  Michigan.  Hie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  ^e  gateway  of 
Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E91),  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
commercial  animal  and  poultry  feed,  in 
bags  and  in  bulk,  from  Muscatine,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Kentucky.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Pekin,  HI. 

•  No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E92),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
commercial  animal  and  poultry  feed,  in 
bags  and  in  bulk,  from  West  Bend,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  the 
Lqwer  Peninsula  of  Michigan  (except 
points  in  Emmet,  C3ieboygan  and  Presque 
Isle  Counties) .  'The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E93),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Occidental  Chemi¬ 
cal  Company  at  or  near  Montpelier,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  .Wyoming.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatev'ay 
of  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E94),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCJKING  CO,,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregxilar  routes,  transporting :  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  ingredi¬ 
ents  (except  liquids,  in  bulk  and  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Wyoming  and  Colorado.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E95),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
feed  and  dry  feed  ingredients,  from 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E96),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 


Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common' carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed  and  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
the  plantsite  of  Farmland  Industries  at 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Indiana. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E97).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UM'THUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  feed  and  dry  feed  ingredients, 
from  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  to  points  in  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  Kentucky, 
Indiana,  and  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E98),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed 
ingredients  (except  liquids,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  from  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Wyoming.  The  pmpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E99),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  feed  ingredients,  from  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Indiana  and 
Kentucky,  Ohio  and  the  Lower  Peninsula 
of  Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  ElOO) ,  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  commercial  animal  and  poultry 
feed,  from  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan  (except 
corn  products  to  points  in  Kentucky). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  ElOl),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  in  bags  and  In  bulk,  from 


Davenport,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Montana. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Rock  Island,  HI.,  and 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E102),  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO..  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregvilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  in  bags  and  in  bulk,  and  in 
mixed  loads  of  bags  and  bulk,  from 
Davenport,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  and  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  of  Chemical  Division,  Smith- 
Douglass  of  Bordon,  Inc.,  at  Rock  Island, 
HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E103),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irreg\ilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  in  bags  and  in  bulk,  from 
Davenport,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  the  plant 
site  and  warehouse  facility  of  Nltrim, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Cordova,  HI.,  and  the 
plantsite  of  the  Occidental  Chemical 
‘Company  at  or  near  Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E104),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
'TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients. 
from  Davenport,  Iowa,  to  points  i^  Iowa. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  storage  facility  of  the 
Chemical  Division,  Smith-Douglass,  of 
Bordon,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Rock  Island,  Ill. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E105),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  dry  animal 
and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  from  St. 
Paul  and  Savage,  Minn.,  to  points  in  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Mich^an  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Michi¬ 
gan  extending  along  Michigan  Highway 
46  to  junction  Michigan  Highway  57, 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  57  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  131,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  131  to  junction  Michigan 
Highway  57,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  57  to  junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  15,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
15  to  junction  Michigan  Highway  90, 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  90  to 
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jxinctioa  Michigan  Highway  83,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  83  to  Junction 
Michigan  Highway  90,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  90  to  Lake  Hunxi. 
and  to  points  hi  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mus¬ 
catine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  ElOO),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center.  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  S0309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregu^  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  in- 
yredienU.  from  St.  Paul  and  Savage, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Wyoming  on  and 
south  of  n.8.  Highway  26,  and  to  points 
in  Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  elimhiate  the  gateway  of  Fremont, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E107),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
ova:  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
feed  ingredients,  from  St.  Paul  and  Sav¬ 
age,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Ohio  and  Ken- 
tvicky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  storage  fa¬ 
cility  of  the  CSiemical  Division,  Smith- 
Douglass,  of  Bordon,  Inc.,  at  Rock  Island, 
HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E108),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative;  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Autoority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredi¬ 
ents.  in  bags,  in  bulk,  and  in  mixed  loads 
of  bags  and  bulk,  from  St.  Paul  and 
Savage,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Indiana.  The 
purp^  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Davenp>ort,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E109),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCTGNG  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative;  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed 
ingredients  (except  liquids  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plant  site  of 
Farmland  Industries  at  Mankato,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Wyoming  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  26,  and  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa,  and  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  EllO),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 


ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  and 
dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Farmland  Indus¬ 
tries  at  Mankato,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Ohio 
and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan 
(except  points  in  Emmet,  Charlevoix, 
Cheboygan,  and  Presque  Isle  Counties) . 
TTie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed  and  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
the  plantsite  of  Farmland  Industries  at 
Mankato,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Indiana. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  f24813  (Sub-No.  E112).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  ingre- 
dients't  (except  liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  of  Farm¬ 
land  Industries  of  Mankato,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Nebraska 
State  line  extending  along  Nebraska 
Highway  51  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
275,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  275  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Nebraska-Wyo- 
ming  State  line.  (2)  Dry  feed  ingredients, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Farmland  Indus¬ 
tries  at  Mankato,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove, 
Iowa,  in  (1>  above  and  points  in  Iowa 
in  (2)  above. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E113).  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  William L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Feed 
and  feed  ingredients,  in  bulk  and  in  bags 
(except  liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
from  the  plantsite  of  Farmland  Indus¬ 
tries  of  Mankato,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  the  plantsite  of 
Farmland  Industries  at  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa.  - 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  El  14),  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Dry 
feed  and  feed  ingredients,  in  bulk  and  in 
bags  (except  liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  Muncie,  Kans.,  to  points 


in  Wisconsin  and  points  In  Illinois  on 
and  north  of  Illinois  Highway  17.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E115),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CX).,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Feed 
and  feed  ingredients  (except  liquids  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Muncie, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Miimesota  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  63.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No,  E116),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  WilUam  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed 
ingredients  (except  Uquids  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  Muncie,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Wyoming,  South  Dakota,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Colbrado  on  and 
north  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Ne- 
braska-Colorado  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  14,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  14  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the 
Colorado-Utah  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  WiUiam  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  in  bulk  and  in  bags,  from  Chicago. 
HI.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mis- 
souri-Arkansas  State  Une  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E118),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant;  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor, 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  end 
feed  ingredients,  from  Pekin.  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Colorado  and  Wyoming.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Frerront,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
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Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed 
ingredients  (except  liquids  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  of 
Moorman  Manufacturing  Company  at 
Quincy,  HI.,  to  points  in  Nebraska  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
lowa-Nebraska  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  92,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  92  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  183,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
183  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Nebraska- 
Wyoming  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Eagle  _ 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E120),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  DMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
feed,  from  the  plantsite  of  Moorman 
Manufacturing  Company  at  Quincy,  HI., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  65  and  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  18,  and  on  and 
east  of  Iowa  Highway  4.  The  purpose  of 
this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Mankato,  Minn. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E121),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Mc^es.  Iowa  50308.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animcil  and  poultry  feed  and 
feed  ingredients,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Moorman  Mamifacturlng  Company  at 
Alpha.  HI.,  to  points  in  Kansas  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  183  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
56,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  56  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  along 
n.S.  Highway  183  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E122).  filed 
June  1,  1974,  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Dry  commercial  ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed,  from  Quincy,  HI., 
to  points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  8  and  on  and  west  of  n.S. 
Highway  63,  and  (2)  Dry  animal  and 
poultry  feed  and  feed  ingredients,  from 
Quincy,  HI.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  8  and  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  63.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 


Fort  Dodge.  Iowa,  in  (1>  above  and  Eagle 
Grove,  Iowa,  in  (2)  above. 

No.  MC  124813  fSub-No.  E123).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCIIKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  in¬ 
gredients.  from  Quincy,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25  and  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6,  and  points  in  Wyoming  east  of  the 
Continental  Divide  and  on  and  west  of^ 
Interstate  Highway  25.  The  purpose  of’ 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  or  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa, 
and  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E124) ,  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
feed  ingredients,  from  Terre  Haute.  Ind., 
to  points  in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
218  to'  junction  Interstate  Highway  90, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  56,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  56  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  alopg  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
35,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  35 
to  junction  Miimesota  Highway  73, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  73  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  53,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  53  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E125),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
'TRUCBJNG  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Willi^  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Nebraska 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
lowa-Nebraska  State  line  extending 
along  Nebraska  Highway  92  to  jimction 
n.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
83,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  83  to  the 
Nebraska-Kansas  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E126),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
feed  ingredients,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Montana,.  North  Dakota, 


South  Dakota,  points  in  Wyoming  east 
of  the  Continental  Divide,  and  points  in 
Colorado  (except  that  part  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Colorado 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
24  to  junction  Colorado  Highway  71,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  24  and  Colorado  High¬ 
way  71  extending  along  Colorado  High¬ 
way  71  to  junction  U.S."  Highway  350, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  350  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  25,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  25  to  the  Colorado- 
New  Mexico  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E127),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  South 
Dakota  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
85,  to  points  in  Dubuque,  Liim,  Jones, 
Jackson,  Johnson,  Cedar,  Clinton,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Muscatine,  Scott,  Jefferson, 
Henry,  Louisa,  Van  Buren,  Lee  and  Des 
Moines  Counties,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  and  the  storage 
facility  of  the  Chemical  Division,  Smith- 
Douglass,  of  Borden,  Inc.,  at  Rock 
Island,  m. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E128),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Limestone  and  phosphate  feed  supple¬ 
ments,  which  are  animal  and  poultry  feed 
or  feed  ingredients  (except  liquids,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  v^cles) ,  from  Alden,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Colorado  and  Wycaning.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E129),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCHING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap- 
pUcfmt’s representative:  William L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dried 
molasses,  which  is  a  feed  in^edient,  from 
Rudd,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Mississippi,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri- 
Arkansas  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  167  to  jimction  Interstate 
Highway  40,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to 
the  Arkansas-Louislana  State  line,  and 
that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  219.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facility  of 
Nitrln,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Cordova,  111.,  and 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  190— TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  30,  1975 


44926 


NOTICES 


the  plantsite  of  the  Occidental  Chemical 
Company  at  or  near  Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E130).  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dried 
molasses,  which  is  a  dry  feed  or  dry  feed 
ingredient,  from  Rudd,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  the  Lower  Pe¬ 
ninsula  of  Michigan  (except  that  part  of 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Traverse  City  ex¬ 
tending  along  Michigan  Highway  72  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  131,  thence  along 
UH.  Highway  131  to  junction  Michigan 
Highway  32,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  32  to  Lake  Huron) .  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E131),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dried 
molasses,  which  is  an  animal  or  poultry 
feed  or  feed  ingredient,  in  bags,  in  bulk 
and  in  mixed  loads  of  bags  and  bulk, 
from  Rudd,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Indiana. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E132),  filed 
Jime  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bran,  middlings  and  linseed  meal, 
which  is  a  feed  or  feed  ingredient  (except 
liquids  in  biilk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
kUnneapolis,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Indiana. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E133),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Bran,  middlings  and  linseed  meed,  when 
a  feed  ingredient,  in  bulk  and  in  bags, 
from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas  (except  points  in  that  part  of 
Arkansas  west  of  n.S.  Highway  65  and 
north  of  n.S.  Highway  64) ,  and  points  in 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  n.S.  High¬ 
way  219.  The  pmix)se  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plantsite 
of  Occidental  Chemical  Company,  at  or 
near  Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E134),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 


Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Di- 
calcium  phosphate,  sodium  tripoly  phos~ 
phate,  monosodium  phosphate  and,  diso¬ 
dium  phosphate,  which  are  animal  or 
poultry  feed  or  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
Chicago  Heights,  HI.,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  8 
and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  35. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E135),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKUNG  CX).,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dicalcium  phosphate,  sodium  tri¬ 
poly  phosphate,  monosodium  phosphate 
and  disodium  phosphate,  which  are  feed 
ingredients,  in  bulk  and  in  bags,  from 
Chicago  Heights,  HI.,  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Missouri-Arkansas  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  167,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  167  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway 
31  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  15, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  15  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  15,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  15  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  275,  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  275  to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  toe  gateway  of  the  plantsite 
of  Occidental  diemical  Company,  at  or 
near  Montpelier,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E136),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
*  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cottonseed  meal,  which  is  a  feed  or 
feed  ingredient  (except  liquids,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Portageville,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  toe  Illinois-Wisconsin 
State  line  extending  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  78  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
151,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  151  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  57,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  57  to  Lake 
Michigan,  at  Green  Bay.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E137),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Aw>licant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cottonseed  meal,  when  a  feed  or 
feed  ingredient  (except  in  liquids,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Portage¬ 
ville,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Minnesota  and 


South  Dakota.  The  pm’pose  of  this  filir.g 
is  to  eliminate  toe  gateway  of  Ced:u' 
Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E138),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cottonseed  meal,  (except  liquid,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Portage¬ 
ville.  Mo.,  to  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Nebraska  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  junction  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  66,  thence  along  Nebraska  Highway 
66  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30 
to  the  Nebraska-Wyoming  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E139),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dehydrated  alfalfa  feed  ingredients 
(other  than  liquid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  Ciayville,  S.  Dak.,  to  points 
in  Iowa  (except  that  part  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  toe  Minnesota-Iowa  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  10,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  59,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  59  and  U.S.  Highway  20  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the 
lowa-Nebraska  State  line) .  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  South  Sioux  City,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E140),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  <X).,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
fertilizer,  in  hopper-type  self-unloading 
equipment,  in  bulk  and  in  bags  when 
moving  in  combination  with  bulk  move¬ 
ments,  from  Joplin  and  Saint  Joseph, 
Mo.,  and  Lawrence,  Kans.,  to  points  in 
Minnesota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  toe  gateway  of  Humboldt, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E141),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
fertilizer,  in  hopper-type  self-unloading 
equiiHnent,  in  bulk  and  in  bags  when 
moving  in  combination  with  bulk  move¬ 
ments,  from  Joplin  and  Saint  Josepl^ 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  190— TUESDAY,  SEPTEMBER  30,  1975 


NOTICES 


44927 


Mo.,  and  Lawrence,  Kans.,  to  points  in 
South  Dakota  and  to  points  in  Nebraska 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
lowa-Nebraska  State  line  extending 
along  Nebraska  Highway  92  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  .30  to  the  Nebraska-Wyoming  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Council  Bluffs, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E142),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  in 
bags  and  in  bulk  (except  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles),  from  Streator,  HI.,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  points  in 
Nebraska  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  lowa-Nebraska  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the 
Nebraska-Wyoming  State  line,  and  to 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Iowa -Minnesota  State 
line  extending  along  Minnesota  Highway 
22  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  14,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  14  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  15,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  10 
to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  371, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  371  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  72,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  72  to  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Humboldt,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E143),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
fertilizer,  in  bags  and  in  bulk  (except  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  Streator,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska.  The  piurpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E144) ,  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUC!KING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
soybean  meal,  when  an  animal  or  poultry 
feed  ingredient,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Cargill,  Incorporated,  at  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Indiana.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Davenport,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E145),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 


to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  soybean  meal,  when  a  feed  or 
feed  ingredient,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Cargill,  Incorporated,  at  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Ohio  and  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E146),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  soybean  meal,  when  a  feed  or 
feed  ingredient,  from  the  plantsite  of 
CJargill,  Incorporated,  at  Washington, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Kentucky.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  -the  gateway 
of  Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E147),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  soybean  meal,  when  an  animal 
or  poultry  feed  or  feed  ingredient,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Cargill,  Incorporated,  at 
Washington,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Indiana. 
Ohio,  and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  ta  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa, 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E148),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove.  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  feed,  from  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Pekin,  HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E149),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UM-THUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
commercial  feed,  in  bags  and  in  bulk, 
from  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  72,  thence  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  72  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  West  Bend,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E150),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 


over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
commercial  feed,  in  bags  and  in  bulk, 
from  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Hlinois 
(except  points  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Mississippi  River  extending  along 
Hlinois  Highway  9  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to 
junction  Hlinois  Highway  16,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  16  to  junction 
Hlinois  Highway  4,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  4  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway 
151,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  151  to 
junction  Hlinois  Highway  3,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  3  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  146,  thence  along  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  146  to  the  Mississippi  River).  'The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E151),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKUNG  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients, 
from  points  in  South  Dakota  to  points  in 
Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Michigan  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  jimction  Michigan 
Highway  55,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  55  to  Lake  Huron.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Ft.  Dodge,  Iowa,  and  the  storage  facil¬ 
ity  of  the  Chemical  Division,  Smith- 
Douglass,  of  Borden,  Inc.,  at  Roek  Island, 
HI. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E152),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  WiUiam  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  commercial  feed,  in  bags  and  in 
bulk,  (1)  between  points  in  South  Da¬ 
kota  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  South  Dakota-Minnesota  State  line 
extending  along  South  Dakota  Highway 
34  to  junction  South  Dakota  Highway  79, 
thence  along  South  Dakota  Highway  79 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  212,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  212  to  the  South  Da- 
kota-Wyoming  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  cn  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lUinois-Wisconsin  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  151 
to  Lake  Michigan;  (2)  between  points  in 
South  Dakota-Wyoming  State  line,  on 
beginning  at  the  Nebraska-South  Dakota 
State  line  extending  along  South  Dakota 
Highway  47  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  16, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  the 
South  Dakota-Wyoming  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wisconsin  on  and  south  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Wis- 
consin  State  line  extending  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  25  to  junction  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  85,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  85  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  53,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  53  to  junction  Wisconsin  Hlgh- 
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way  178,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  178  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
27,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  27 
to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  70. 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  70  to 
junction  Wisocmsin  Highway  139,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  139  to  the 
Wisconsin -Michigan  State  line;  (3)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  South  Dakota  (except 
points  in  South  Dakota  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Minnesota-South  Da¬ 
kota  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  281  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
212,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  212  to 
the  North  Dakota-South  Dakota  State 
line) ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Illinois-Wisconsin 
State  line  extending  along  n.S.  Highway 
151  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  18,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  18  to  Lake  Michigan. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  E153),  filed 
June  1,  1974.  Applicant:  UMTHUM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  animal  and  povXtry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  from  points  in  Kansas  on  and 


west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas- 
Nebraska  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  junction  Kansas  Highway 
61,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  61  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  281,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  281  to  the  Kansas-Okla- 
homa  State  line,  to  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  and  the  storage 
facility  of  the  Chemical  Division,  Smith- 
Douglass,  of  Borden,  Inc.,  at  Rock  Island, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK 
LINE  COMPANY,  1819  West  2100  South, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84119.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  J.  Lister  (same  as 
alMve) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Heavy 
machinery,  construction  materials  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bifik),  and  equipment,  between 
points  in  Placer,  El  Dorado,  Sacramento, 
Yolo,  Napa,  Solano,  Sonoma,  Marin,  San 
Francisco,  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara,  Ala¬ 
meda,  Contra  Costa,  San  Joaquin,  Ama¬ 
dor,  Calaveras,  Stanislaus,  and  Merced 
Counties,  Calif.,  and  that  part  of  Fresno 
County,  Calif.,  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Highway  5,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Umatilla,  Wallowa,  Union,  and 
Baker  Counties,  Oreg.,  and  that  part  of 


Malheur  County,  Oreg.,  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  26,  points  in  Ferry, 
Stevens,  Pend  Oreille,  Spokane,  Lincoln, 
Grant,  Adams,  Whitman,  Benton,  Frank¬ 
lin.  Walla  Walla,  Coliunbia,  Garfield,  and 
Asotin  Counties,  Wash.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Parma,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  E4) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  AppUcant:  F-B  TRUCK  LINE 
COMPANY,  1819  W.  2100  S.,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84119.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  David  J;  Lister  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Okanogan,  Perry,  Stevens, 
Pend  Oreille,  Chelan,  Douglas,  Spokane, 
Lincoln,  Grant,  Kittitas,  Adams,  Whit¬ 
man,  Yakima,  Benton,  Franklin,  Gar¬ 
field.  Columbia,  Walla  Walla,  Asotin,  and 
Klickitat  Counties,  Wash.,  to  Colorado, 
Utah,  and  points  in  Lincoln,  Sublette, 
Uinta,  Sweetwater,  Carbon,  Albany, 
Platte,  Goshen,  and  Laramie  Coimties, 
Wyo.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Ontario  or  Pendle¬ 
ton,  Ohio. 

By  the  C^ommission. 

(SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 
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